FOURTH  SESSION,  FIFTH  PARLIAMENT.— 49  VIC. 

SPEECH   OF   HON.    E.    BLAKE,  M.P., 


HOME  RULE  FOR  IRELAND. 


OTTAWA,    MAY   4th,  1886. 


Mr.  BLAKE.  I  rise  for  a  moment  to  intercept  that  ques- 
tion, in  order  to  bring  before  the  House  another,  in  which 
the  last  House  showed  a  deep  concern — I  mean  the  Irish 
question.  In  1880,  I  spoke  my  views  upon  this  subject,  and 
expressed  my  belief  and  hope  that  we  should  at  no  distant 
day  see  a  measure  of  Home  Eule  granted  to  Ireland.  In  the 
jear  1882,  the  question  was  moved  on  the  other  side  of 
this  House.    At  that  time  we,  on  this  side,  heartily  co-ope- 
rated in  order  to  give  the  greatest  possible  weight  to  the 
proposed  action.  Then  I  spoke  at  length  my  opinions  upon 
thfi  whole  question,  which  saves  me  Irom  the  necessity  of 
tre^^asfi^-r  now  upon  the  time  of  this  House,  and  since  that' 
^'Sijntlv  ir^  ^^^^  of  my  htrable  power,  hero  and  elsewhere', 
'^'?;J>;ne  ID  j^d  i°  the  aavancoment  of  that  cause.    Since  then 
new  s»  '.-adian  House  of  Commons   has  been  elected, 
which  House  has  not  yet  spoken  upon  the  question. 
Since  (hi  n  great  events  have  transpired  in  the  United 
Kingdom  itself.    The  people,  both  of  Ireland  and  Great 
Britain,  have  received  for  the  first  time  a  very  full  measure 
of  representation  in  Parliament.    The  Irish  people,  under 
that  measure  of  representation,  have,  by  an  enormous,  an 
overwhelming  majority,  pronounced  in  favor  of  Home  Rule, 
and  the  great  statesman  who  leads  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment has    recognised  the  vital  necessity  of  grappling 
at    once    with     the    question  ;    and     Her  Majesty's 
Government    have,  as  i    ventured  to    suggest    on  a 
former  occasion,  seen  the  propriety  of  themselves  formu- 
lating  a   plan   for    the    settlement    of    that  question. 
Now,  Sir.  a  controversy  has  arisen  on  some  of  the  more 
important  details  of  that  measure.    I  do  not,  myself, 
admire  all  those  details.   For  example,  admitling  the  great 
difficulties,  I  should  yet  prefer,  to  the  presoi  t  plan  for  the 
exclusion  of  Ireland  from  the  management  ot  Imperial 
affairs  in  which  she  is  interested,  her  continuod  representa- 
tion for  those  Imperial  purposes  in  an  Imperial  Parlia- 
men — I  should  prefer  the  plan,  notwithstanding  its  great 
difficulty,  of  her  retaining  that  share  of  control.    But  it 
needs  not  to  discus^  this  or  any  other  matteis  of  detail, 
because  it  has  been  expressly  and  authoritatively  stated 
that  none  of  these  points  are  considered  in  any  way  vital 
to  the  question  which  is  now  before  England  and  before 
the  world.    The  vital  principle  now  at  stake  is  that  of 
self-government  for  Ireland  in  local  affairs.  This  was  stated 
by  Mr.  Gladstone  in  his  reply  to  the  criticisms  on  the  first 
reading  of  the  Bill,  and  he  has  further  and  authoritatively 
declared  it  by  his  recent  manifesto,  which  was  transmitted 
to  us  only  yesterday.  In  that  manifesto,  he  thus  speaks  ; 


"  Aa  for  the  means  we  tak.^  *he  establishment  in  Dublin  of  a  legisla- 
tiye  body,  empowered  to  make  ?awa  for  Irish,  aa  contra-diatinguiahed 
from  Imperial,  afi'aira.  It  la  with  J^'s  that  we  are  now  bnaied,  and  not 
with  details  and  particulars  ;  their  timo  will  come." 

He  adds : 

"  We  are  not  debating  the  amount  of  Irish  contribntiona  to  the 
Empire,  of  the  composition  of  the  legislative  body,  or  the  maintenance 
of  representative  connection  with  Westminster.  Ontheae  queations  and^ 
many  more  we  may  and  we  may  not  be  at  odds,  but  what  we  are  ay 
thia  moment  debating  ia  the  large  and  far  larger  question  whitf.f 
includes,  and  I  think  absorbs,  *p»^m  all— the  queation  whether  you  will 
or  will  not  have  regard  to  If-.^"  ■  ""t  of  Ireland  for  the  manaf^ment  by 
herself  of    Ijdo.  '     ''  .c'ev  J.asivelT  her  own.    T',i„  g-"  "o. 


sptakf'  _  and  /-itelligible  voice,  I  feel  -^^ 

atrong;Sijt  w  .^.^ce  that  the  others,  difiScult  as  a.'^me  of  them  are,  w 
nevertheless,  with  the  aid  of  full  discuaaion  and  with  the  aid  of  a 
and  conciliatory  spirit,  be  found  capable  of  a  rational  and  tolerp 
settlement." 

Now,  Sir,  that  Bill  to  which  this  manifesto  refers,  stanc 
for  a  second  reading  in  a  few  days,  and  then  that  vj 
question  is  to  be  decided,  A.  great  excitement  has  aris^_'; 
the  Empire  has  been  aroused,  not  merely  the  Kingdom,  but 
the  Empire,  The  emotion  has  passed  beyond'the  seas;  it  has 
passed  beyond  the  Empire ;  the  English-speaking  people 
outside  the  bounds  of^  the  Empire  have  been  aroused, 
nay  more,  the  free  nations  all  over  the  world  have  been 
moved.  Every  eye  is  at  this  moment  bent  on  Westminister, 
and  every  ear  is  strained  to  catch  the  echoes  when  they 
come  of  the  great  debate,  and  to  learn  the  issue  of  the 
mighty  struggle  from  beyond.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, marks  of  sympathy  and  of  admiration  have  been 
cabled  to  the  First  Minister,  and  he  has  responded  to  them 
in  such  a  sort  as  proves  conclusively  that  he  regards  them, 
as  they  must  be,  helpful  to  him  in  the  enormous  task  he  has 
undertaken.  We  know  as  well  as  if  we  had  received  it 
already,  what  the  tone  of  the  reply  will  be  to  any  such 
communication  as  we  have  on  a  former  occasion  addressed, 
or  as  other  large  bodies  have  addressed,  upon  this  subject. 
The  circumstances  are,  of  course,  changed ;  they  are  changed 
since  the  day  we  addressed  Her  Majesty  ;  they  are  changed 
as  to  the  position  of  the  question  ;  but  they  are  changed  in 
this  particular  also,  to  which  I  call  your  special  attention. 
At  that  time  we  assumed — and  I  suppose  we  are  not  now 
prepared  to  resile;  I  am  not,  at  any  rate,  prepared  to  resile 
from  the  assumption  of  our  right  respectfully  to  approach 
the  Throne  with  a  view  to  tender  our  humble  advice  and 
hopes  upon  a  subject  of  such  vital  importance  to  the  whole 
Empire,  and  to  Canada  as  a  part  of  the  Empire.  But,  Sir, 
at  this  time,  not  merely  in  other  particulars  are  the  oiroum- 
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stances  changed,  but  they  are  changed  in  this :  That  where-  "Xlu^,"tu7^"i     "fh°f  IntrJd udion  rtrBm7-X\h: 

as  when  we  were  asked  to  accede  to  the  view  that  we  should  auspices  of  the  BritiBh  Government.   From  pnblic  meetings  and  from 

assume  the  responsibility  of  respectfully  tendering  that  the  highest  authorities  in  the  Colonies,  from  capitals  such  as  Washing- 

advice  and  opiLn  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  that  X^^^J^ll^^:^^ 

Government  had  not   acted;  now  we  can  say  that  Her  ^j^iTe  assurance  that  kindred  people  regard  it  with  warm  and  fraternal 

Majesty's  Government,  whether  upon  that  advice  or  not,  sympathy.  Our  present  effort  is  to  settle,  on  an  adequate  scale,  and 

have  acted  in  accordance  with  the  spirit  of  that  advice,  and  once  for  all,  the  long-vesed  and  troubled  relations  between  England  and 

.                   ,                   .          i,*^                   fjj.     „j  Ireland  which  exhibit  to  us  the  one  and  only  conspicuous  failure  of  the 

that  we  are  no  longer  called  upon  by  any  sense  of  duty,  and  ;°ce,  to  confront  and  master  a  difficulty,  and  to 

it  is  unnecessary  that  we  should  tender  them  any  advice;  Obtain  in  a  reasonable  degree  the  main  ends  of  civilised  life." 

what  we  are  called  upon  now  to  do,  under  the  present  .    u-  i,  i 

circumstance,  is  to  assist  them,  so  far  as  we  can,  by  giving  I  ask,  under  those  circumstances,  and  when  the  highest  tes- 

them  our  moral  support  in  furtherance  of  the  views  which  timony  is  given  to  those  resolutions  from  various  quartei  s, 

they  have  expressed,  and  in  the  adoption  of  the  prin-  and  their  utility,  shall  Canada,  who  was  earliest  in  the 

ciple  of  the  scheme  now  before  Parliament.    The  answers  field,  be  dumb  to-day  ?    Shall  her  voice,  so  loud  before,  be 

which  have  been  given  to  the  communications  which  have  silent  now  ?    Shall  we  not  listen  to  that  mute  appeal  and 

been  received  show  their  helpfulness.  To  the  Speaker  of  the  cause  our  names  to  be  enrolled  amongst  those  who  consti- 

Quebeo  Assembly,  in  response  to  their  resolution,  Mr.  Glad-  tute  the  forces  of  the  great  public  opinion  throughout  the 

stone  writes :  world,  giving  an  added  impulse  to  the  progress  of  this 

"I  am  deeply  grateful  at  the  resolution  adopted  by  your  honorable  great  measure  ?    I  dare  not  be  silent  longer.    I  do  not 

body.   It  is  my  belief  that  the  people  of  England,  who  have  partial  bring  this  as  a  party  question.    I  have  waited  till  the  last 

responsibility  for  the  old  misdeeds  of  the  British  GoTornment,  and  the  moment,  hoping  that  some  one  on  the  other  side  of  the 

flt:in.i'tun:teitl^^^^^^^^^  House  would  move.    That  hope  I  have  been  obliged  to 

n,         -j/r          e  -D  i     ■               .t    ii.         w       !■  abandon.    I  see  that  the  Minister  of  Inland  Eevenue  has 

To  the  Mayor  of  Boston,  in  answer  to  the  resolution  of  ^^^^-^^^       ^^^^^               ^^^,1^^       himself  and  for  the 

e  01  y,   e  cao  e  .  Irish  representatives  in  Parliament  the  assurance  of  his  and 

"  I  feel  that  American  opinion,  alUed  as  it  is  with  a  regard  and  their  adhesion  to  the  address  of  1882.    I  do  not  undervalue 

powerful  t^oral  support"'™                               "  QoTernment  a  ^^^^  assurance.    But  it  is  not  the  assurance  required.  What 

u  11       1.     1    1   i   J     Q    ot  n       1.     -1    1  is  required  is  the    assurance,  not  of   one,  but  of  all 

Then,  shall  we  be  slack  to-day?    Shall  we  be  silen  now  classes;  not  of  a  section,  but  of  the  people;  not  of  a  Mi  n- 

who  spoke  before?    I  say  no.    We  are  bound  to  speak  and  j^.^,        the  Crown,  but  of  the  Commons  of  Canada  ; 

tospeaknow.  Else  it  will  be  said  of  lis :  "  You  spoke  ere  the  „ot  of  the  Irish  Catholic  members,  but  of  the  French  and 

IZ                                   embarrassed  ;  now  g    n^^,  Scotch,  Irish  and  German  of  all  creeds  and  of  all 

fid  that  no  longer  does  the  House  of  Commfns  approve  of  ^^^n  Zlfn  th«t  '"'^'^^''^.'''.^g''  '^^^  I'  ''^f'^ 
focal  self-government  for  Ireland.    Our  silence  to-day  will  T^u\?h^i»V\-  T       7'    P?  '  then  and  in 

u-- - ,  %•  ■■\       -Iful  as  our  siMk  '  ■    '  j  w,„  u  i      which  he  declares  his  own  readiness  to  speak  again.  I  there  ■ 

nm^\'t^^hit  veBtf>"da-v  tMUKK  "lealS  fore  speak,  but  not  as  a  Reformer,  or  as  a  party  leader ;,  I 

r^^j.i,4i((ggj;^y^^^^^^w^^^^^  .     ""il'^^eak  as  a  Canadian  and  citizen  of  the  Empire  tobrotber 

.■3    i  to  .."o  .  -^-^     ^■■v'      r  Jr'  Wanadians  and  fellow-citizens  of  the  Empire .j^HL?^ 

ho^m-  which  X^i.  .rtoVt  to        a  Protestant  or  a  Catholic  (Juestion;  they  ar^^B  ' 

is  what  hoT^vl  ■  '  °^                                  "'^^^  "      it  shoul*i!RSl' 

„  ,  ^.    ^     /  '        ,                „  ,                   .  Canada  at  all  events,  a  Conservative  or  a  Beform  measureTT 

IX^eill'^XZfelTZTrsLt^^H^^^^^^^  those  as  the  enemies  of  their  country  who  would  try 

nt  at  which  the  dividing  lines  are  drawn  on  the  side  adverse  to  the  ^0  make  it  SO.    i  hope  that  we  may,  by  our  own  action  this 

srnment.  They  are  found,  as  I  sorrowfully  admit,  in  profuse  abond-  day,  show  oui  selves  united  in  the  redress  of  wrongs  and  in 

,  in  station,  title,  wealth,  social  inilnence  and  the  professions,  and  iUt^  advfinoamar^t       tu^  naiic^  r^p  KU«,.^^         .    _           j.  t 

large  majority  of  them  in  the  world,  spirit  and  power  of  class,  tbe  advancement  ot  the  cauBO  nf  liberty.    For  my  part  I 

?e  are  the  main  body  of  the  opposing  host.   Nor  is  this  all.   As  suouia  1661  myaelt  nothing  less  than  a  coward  and  a  criminal 

-jights  of  old  had  squires,  eo  in  the  great  army  of  class  each  enrolled  should  we,  without  any  effort  of  mine,  stand  passive  to  dav 

soldier  has  a  roll  of  dependents.    The  adverse  host,  then,  consists  of  and  fnil  tn  Innri  nnr  hoLiottliJo               „„„     *  »  ii, 

class  and  dependents  of  class  ;  but  this  formidable  army  is  the  bulk  of  .   °      j                     *  ^  Cnlical  moment  to  the  cause 

its  constituents,  part  of  the  same,  though  now  enriched  at  our  cost,  °'  IreeQom  and  local  self-government  lor  the  Irish  people.  I, 

with  a  valuable  contingent  of  recruits  that  has  fought  in  every  Govern-  therefore,  move  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after  "  that  "  and 

ment  the  greatest  political  battles  of  the  last  sixty  years,  and  has  been   insert  the  following  •  

defeated.  We  have  a  great  aim.    For  us  now  it  is  to  restore  your  par-  °' 

liamentary  efficiency,  by  dividing  and  by  removing  obstacles  to  its  a     i,     v,i  jj 

work,  to  treat  the  Irish  question  with  due  regard  to  its  specialties,  but  numwe  aildress   be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  to  respectfully 

with  the  same  thoroughness  of  method  by  which  we  have  solved  colon-  !  p"'^       ""J/sJy  'nat  the  interest  and  concern  felt  by  the  Oommons 

lal  problems,  that  fifty  years  back  were  hardly,  if  at  all,  less  formidable.  ?' ^"""raa,  and  the  people  whom  they  represent,  in  the  condition  of 

To  give  heed  to  the  voice  of  the  people  speaking  in  tones  of  moderation,  """""i,  ana  their  desire  that  some  means  may  be  found  of  meeting  the 

by  the  mouth  of  the  vast  majority  of  those  whom  we  ourselves  have  ^.^^tT  t   ,'    1°  °/ ™  n>n°y  of  Her  Majesty's  Irish  subjects  for  the 

made  Its  constitutional  representatives,  and  thus  to  strengthen  and  K™nt  to  Ireland  of  a  measure  of  local  self-governraeot  still  continue  as 

consolidate  the  Empire  on  the  basis  of  mutual  benefit  and  hearty  7"^  and  earnest  as  in  the  year  1882,  when  they  were  humbly  signified 

loyalty."                                                                                 '  to  Ber  Majesty  by  an  address  to  the  terms  to  wfiich  this  House  iflSrms 

T     ,      ,                  i        ,       ,    ,  ™  abiding  adhesion.  ".ui^u^o 

1  ask  whether  we,  too,  though  that  appeal  is  not  a  direct  Humbly  to  inform  Her  Majesty  that  this  House  hails  with  iov  the 

appeal  to  us,  we  too,  a  democratic  people,  kinsmen  of  those  '^i^T  P  Majesty's  Government  to  the  Parliament  of  the  United 
he  addresses,  of  that  very  mass  of  the  population  to  which 

meM  for^Ireland^"^^^^  recognising  the  priociple  of  local  self-govern- 

Mi-.  Gladstone  speaks,  shall  not  echo  and  further  his  appeal.  ^  And  humbly  to  express  to  Her  Majesty  the  earnest  hone  of  this 

He  describes  in  the  same  manifesto  the  response  from  the  ^onse  that  the  principfe  of  the  said  measure  may  be  Xmed  "and  tha? 

world .     Thus  he  speaks  :  cnZ^i^Ttt            u  ""^''^  *  settlement  of  this  great  question  as  shall 

conduce  to  the  peace,  happiness  and  prosperity  of  the  Empire. 


Pnated  by  MaoLean,  Roger  ft  Oe.,  Patliamontarj  Printers,  Wellington  Street,  Ottawa 


FOURTH  SESSION,  FIFTH  PARLIAMENT.— 49  VIC. 


Vol.  XVIII. 


Ottawa,  Thursday,  May  6,  1886. 


No.  46, 


l&- NOTICE  TO  MEMBERS. 


NecesBary  correctioDS  to  Members'  Speeches,  for  the  boand  edition, 
must  be  forwarded  to  the  Debates  OflSce  within  twenty-four  hours  after 
the  printed  copies  of  the  speeches  have  been  circulated,  as  after  that 
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further  delay. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 


Pmdat,  6th  May,  1886. 


The  Spbakeb  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o'clock. 
Peaters. 

GOVERNMENT  SAVINGS  BA.NK— INDEPENDENT 
ORDBB  OF  FOEBSTBRS. 

Mr.  CHARLTON  asked,  Has  the  Independent  Order 
of  Foresters  been  allowed  to  deposit  ?  10,000  in  the  Govern- 
ment Savings  Bank  Department  ? 

Mr.  MoLKLAN.  Under  the  law,  we  are  not  permitted 
to  disclose  the  names  of  depositors.  There  are  a  number  of 
large  amounts  in  the  Savings  Banks.  I  think  up  to  1876 
or  1877,  there  was  no  limit  to  the  amount  received ;  then  it 
-was  limited  by  Order  in  Council  to  $10,000,  and  sub 
sequently,  in  1880,  it  was  reduced  to  Si,000.  I  think  the 
practice  in  England  and  this  countiy  for  some  time  was  to 
receive  deposits  of  charitable  societies  for  larger  sums  than 
the  limit,  on  the  ground  that  they  are  supposed  to  be  the 
collection  of  savings  of  a  number  of  individuals  gathered 
together. 

QUAI  DE  LA  "  STANSTBAD,  SHEPFORD  AND 
CHAMBLY  R4.ILWAY  COMPANY." 

M.  BEOHARD  :  Est-ce  I'intention  du  gouvernement  de 
faire  demolir  le  quai,  que  la  "  Stanstead,  Shefford  and  Oham- 
bly  Railway  Company  "  a  fait  constiuire,  sans  autorisation, 
au  milieu  de  la  riviSre  Richelieu,  sur  une  etendae  oonvrant 
environ  les  deux  tiers  de  oette  rividre,  le  long  du  pont  de  la 
dite  oompagnie,  dans  le  voisinage  des  villes  de  Saint- J ean  et 
d'lberville  ? 

Sir  ADOLPflE  CARON  :  En  I'absence  du  ministre  des 
chemins  de  fer,  j'ai  I'honneur  de  repondre  a  I'honorable 
depute  que  I'attention  du  gouvernement  n'a  pas  6t6  attiree 
sur  oette  question  avant  aujourd'hui, 

QUESTION  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Renfrew).  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day 
are  called,  1  wish  to  say  a  word  with  reference  to  a  state- 
ment made  by  the  hon,  member  for  Lambton  (Mr.  Lister) 
in  the  discussion  of  the  motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Nor- 
folk (Mr.  Charlton).  That  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Lister)  is 
•eported  in  Sansai  d  to  have  said  : 

'  I  flod.  Sir,  that  the  Ontario  and  Pacific  Railway,  running  throngli 
Oortffall  to  Perth,  has  been  bonnsed  to  the  extent  of  $262,400,  and  that 


the  hon,  member  for  Cornwall  (Mr.  Bergin)  and  the  hon.  member  for 
Renfrew  (Mr.  White)  are  stockholders  in  that  companj." 

Then  the  hon.  gentleman  said  again : 

"  I  find,  Sir,  that  in  1885  this  Parliament  eranted  to  the  Ottawa, 
Waddiagton  and  N'orthern  Trangportation  Railway  $166,000,  and  that 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Renfrew  (Mr,  White),  the  hon.  members  for 
Ottawa  (Mr.  Tasse  and  Mr.  Mackintosh)  are  stockholders  in  the  com- 
pany." 

I  simply  wish  to  say,  in  reference  to  those  statements, 
that  1  am  not  now  and  never  have  been  a  stockholder  in 
either  of  those  companies.  I  regret  I  was  temporarily 
absent  when  these  statements  were  made,  and  was  conse- 
quently utiable  to  deny  them  then,  but  I  take  this,  the  first 
opportunity  which  presents  itself,  to  make  the  denial. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  a  matter 
in  connection  with  the  debate  of  the  4th  inst.  In  giving  a 
list  of  applicants  for  coal  land  leases,  I  mentioned  the  name 
of  the  hon.  member  for  South  Lanark  (Mr.  Haggart)  as 
one  of  the  applicants,  and  the  following  words  were  ex- 
changed between  us,  as  reported  in  the  Hansard  : — 

"  Mr.  HAGGART.   An  application  that  I  made?   For  what? 

"  Mr.  CHARLTON'.   A  coal  lease. 

"  Mr.  HAGGART.    No,  I  did  not. 

"Mr.  CHARLTON.   I  found  yonr  name  in  the  retnrns. 

"Mr.  HAGGART.    No,  yon  did  not. 

"  Mr.  CHARLTON.    Well,  we  will  hunt  it  up." 

I  have  hunted  it  up,  and  this  is  the  document : 

"  Ottawa,  December  9th,  1882. 
"Sir, — I  have  the  honor  to  apply  for  a  mining  location^  being  west  half 
of  Section  16,  Township  3,  Range  9,  weaf  oi"  second  meridian,  and  I  will 
comply  with  all  the  requirements  of  the  Statuvd  and  the  regulations  of 
the  Department, 

"  I  have  the  honor  to  be.  Sir, 

"  JOHN  HAGGART. 

"  The  Hon.  the  Minister  of  Interior, 
"  Ottawa." 

"  Ottawa,  December  15th,  1882. 
*'  Sib, — I  have  the  honor,  by  direction  of  the  Minister  of  Interior,  to 
acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  9th  inst.,  applying  for  a 
coal  mine  location,  being  the  west  half  of  Section  16,  Townsnlp  3,  liange 
9,  west  of  the  second  principal  meridian,  North- West  Territory. 
"  I  have  the  honor  to  be,  Sir, 

"  Your  obedient  seervant, 

"  A.  RUSSELL, 
"  For  the  Minister  of  Interior. 

"  JoBN  Haogart,  Esq.,  M.P., 

"  Perth,  Ontario." 

HOME  RULE  FOR  IRELAND. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  In  pursuance  of  the  Orders  of  the  D»y,  and 
for  the  reasons  I  stated  on  Tuesday,  no  intimation  having 
reached  me  from  any  member  of  the  House  that  any  por. 
tion  of  this  motion  is,  in  its  form  or  substance,  objection- 
able, I  beg  to  move  in  the  form  of  which  I  g,we  notice  : 

That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  to  respectfully 
assure  Her  Majesty  that  the  interest  and  concern  feit  by  the  (Jommoua 
of  Canada  and  the  people  whom  they  represent  in  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land, and  their  desire  that  some  means  may  be  found  of  meeting  the 
eipressed  wishes  of  so  many  of  Her  Majesty's  Irish  subjects  for  the  grant 
to  Ireland  of  a  measure  of  local  self-government,  still  continue  as  warm 


and  earnest  as  in  the  year  1882,  when  they  were  humbly  signified  to  Her 
Majesty  by  an  Address  to  which  this  House  aflBrms  its  abiding  adhesion ; 
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nnmbly  to  inform  Her  Majesty  that  this  Honse  hails  with  joy  the  sub- 
mission by  Her  Majlsty's  Government  to  the  Parliament  of  the  United 
Jiingdom  01  a  measure  recognising  the  principle  of  local  self-goTern- 
ment  for  Ireland ; 

...■^A? f° *°  'f^j^^'y  earnest  hope  of  this  Honse 
tnat  the  principle  of  the  said  measure  may  be  affirmed,  and  that  it  mar 
form  the  basis  for  such  a  settlement  of  this  srcat  aueation  aa  shall 


rm  the  basis  for  such  a  settlement  of  this  great  question 
nduce  to  the  peace,  happiness  and  prosperity  of  the  Empire. 


Mr.  COSTIGAJSr.  Without  referring  to  what  has  already 
taken  place  when  this  motion  was  brought  before  this 
House  on  a  former  oooasion,  I  feel  bound  to  offer  a  few 
remarks  with  regard  to  the  position  that  I  then  took  and 
the  position  that!  intend  to  take  to  day  on  that  subject.  It 
IS,  no  doubt,  felt  by  many  of  our  friends  in  different  parts 
of  the  country  that  the  Parliament  of  Canada  ought  to  be 
again  asked  to  express  an  opinion  on  the  subject  oi  Home 
I£ule,  or  to  express  its  sympathy  with  the  people  ot  Ireland 
in  their  efforts  to  obtain  that  system  of  government  which 
we  prize  so  highly  in  this  country.    It  is  no  secret,  nor 
did  I  intend  that  it  should  be,  because  full  publicity 
was  given  to  the  facts,  that  representative  men  of  one  very 
prominent  Irish  society  of  this  city  called  upon  me,  urging 
the  propriety  of  moving  some  resolution  on  this  question. 
Jheir  object,  of  course,  was  not  to  consult  wtih  me  as  to 
the  desirability,  or  otherwise,  of  taking  that  step,  because 
those  who  have  read  the  reports  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
society  will  see  that,  in  the  first  place,  the  society  decided 
that  that  was  the  proper  step  to  take,  that  some  resolution 
should  be  moved,  and  they  then  decided  that  a  committee 
should  ask  me  to  take  that  step.    The  reasons  that 
I    gave    them,    I    think,    hold    good    at  present,  I 
stated,  and  I  repeat  now,  that,  if  on  that  occasion  we  had 
not  been  successful,  and  whether  hopeful  of  success  now  or 
not,  il  we  had  failed  on  that  occasion,  we  might  and  it  would 
be  our  duty  to  make  another  attempt  to  gain  an  expression 
ot  sympathy  from  so  important  a  body  aa  this  is.  Then 
having  succeeded  beyond,  as  I  stated  before,  the  most 
sanguine  expectations  of  the  most  earnest  Irishmen  in  this 
country  m  obtaining  a  unanimous  expression  of  sympathy 
trom  this  Parliament  in  favor  of  the  Irish  people  ani  the 
constitutional  agitation  they  were  carrying  on  for  the  at- 
tainment of  that  system  of  government  and  those  constitu- 
tional privileges  which  we  enjoy  in  this  country  and  cherish 
80  highly,  I  believed,  for  one,  that  it  was  not  only  not 
prudent  or  advisable,  but  that  we  had  no  just  reason  for 
asking  Parliament  to  take  this  question  up  again.    I  noticed 
that  in  some  of  the  city  papers  giving  my  reasons  for 
relQSmg  to  move  in  that  direction  when  I  was  called  upon 
to  do  so,  It  was  declared  that  I  stated  that  my  reason  was  that 
i  feared  the  defeat  of  the  resolution.    I  deny  ever  having 
made  such  a  statement.  I  entertain  no  such  fear.  I  am  q  uit! 
satisfied  that  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  that  the  represinta- 
tive  men  in  this  country  are  always  ready  and  willing  to 
give  an  expression  consistent  with  the  privileges  and  the 

n  Canada  who  wou  d  not  be  willing  to  see  his  fellow-men 
H«lfZ//    °f  enjoying  the  privileges  of  free  and 

self-government  which  we  enjoy  in  Canada.  I  did  say 
however  that,  as  we  could  not  expect  to  get  Parliament  to 

Meet  o(tfV^^''T''  °^  "P'"*""'  what  would  be  the 
m  tt  °f/''*'-°<l°0"'g  the  question  again,  when  the  risk 
s^whnt  t^  ''.weaker  expresBion of  opinion.  I  did  not 
say  that  the  question  would  be  defeated,  fdid  not  entertain 
^"."Ija  belief  at  all,  but  it  is  possible  that  some  dvifon 
ortJ"^'  P'^^^^-.f  »t  ^o-no  one  man  or  some  twTmembers 
taken  hwV°"'-'^-^°^r"''"'g'^t  from  the  views 

o^^^io^n^  iTrlrf  I'  ttreVent^^tr""^  °"  ''''' 

=  I  trhV"Utr'wh"„r  - 

Sted\af  it*'T  outdde,  lave 

^^Si  Cosi!  ''^  I  Bimplyl 


H,?t^f  •*i,f*n^  the  ground  that  I  intend  to  discharge  my 
duty  faithfully  and  honestly  in  the  interests  of  the  coSntr:^ 
and  With  a  due  regard  to  the  expectations  that  my  particu- 
lar countrymen  entertain  of  the  manner  in  which  I  should 
discharge  my  duty  here.    I  know  that  my  motives  have 
already  been  attacked;  I  must  submit  to  that.    I  will  not 
retaliate  at  present     I  will  confine  myself  particularly  to 
the  duty  that  I  think  aevolves  upon  me  now.    That  datv 
is,  while  I  take  the  same  ground  that  I  took  before,  while 
i  say  I  would  not  be  responsible  for  bringing  this  question 
again  before  Parliament  for  the  reasons  I  gave,  that  Parlia- 
ment can  give  no  stronger  expression  than  it  generously 
gave  before,  to  see,  as  far  as  I  can,  now  that  it  is  forced 
upon  Parliament,  as  a  believer  in  the  free  institutions  of 
this  country,  and  one  anxious  and  willing  that  those  free 
institutions  should  be  extended  to  our  fellow-countrymen 
in  Ireland,  that  no  adverse  vote  shall  be  recorded  on  this 
question,  no  matter  who  is  responsible  for  it.    With  that 
view,  I  propose  to  move  an  amendment  to  the  motion  placed 
m  your  hand  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  taken  his  seat 
Jiefore  I  do  that,  I  must  also  give  another  ground  which  I 
stated  at  a  very  early  stage  when  discussing  this  question 
with  some  friends  outside.    I  stated  that,  in  view  of  the  re- 
ception with  which  the  respectful  Message  sent  by  the  Par- 
liament of  this  country  to  Her  Majesty  met  at  the  bauds  of 
the  Government  then,  by  the  reply  given  by  the  Earl  of 
Kimberley,  I  did  not  think  it  would  be  right  to  ask  this 
Jr-arliament  to  move  another  Address  in  view  of  the  reulv 
given  at  that  time.    Nor  do  I  believe  that,  so  far  as  that 
mrticular  phase  of  the  question  is  concerned  if  it  be 
brought  in  as  an  evidence  of  sympathy  with  our  people, 
that  our  people  care  little  in  what  form  that  Address  shall 
come.    All  they  want  is  an  assurance  that  the  Parliament 
of  this  country  sympathise  with  their  fellow-countrymen  in 
Ireland  in  their  efforts  to  obtain  the  rights  which,  as  I  said 
before,  we  prize  so  highly  in  this  country.  I,  therefore  beg 
leave  to  move  in  amendment  to  the  motion,  seconded  bl 
bir  Hector  Langevin  :  ■' 

Irt^nSw.'^f  H'^^^^"  >"=  'he  following 

ided  instead  thereof  the  Commons  of  Canada  desire  to  eiDresf 
^heir  deep  and  abiding  interest  in  the  prosperity  and  happiness  of  their 
fellow-subjects  in  Ireland,  and  their  adhesion  to  the  sentiments 
eipressed  in  the  Joint  Address  to  Her  Majesty  of  both  Houses  of  the 
Canadian  Parliament  passed  in  the  Session  of  1882- 

That  in  such  Address  Parliamentsuggested  that  Canada  and  its  inhabi- 
tants had  prospered  exceedingly  under  a  Federal  system,  allowing  to  each 
Province  of  the  Dominion  considerable  powers  of  self-government  and 
expressed  a  hope  'that  if  consistent  with  the  integrity  and  well-beine 
ot  the  Empire,  and  if  the  nehts  and  status  of  the  minority  were  fuUv  pro? 
tected  and  secured,  some  means  mightbe  found  of  meeting  the  express- 
ed desires  of  so  many  of  Her  Majesty's  Irish  subjects  in  that  regard  ' 

Ihatin  answer  to  the  said  Address  the  then  .-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Oolomes  was  commanded  to  state  that  '  Her  Majestv  will  always  eladlv 
receive  the  advice  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada  on'ali  mattars  relating 
to  the  Dominion  and  the  administration  of  its  affairs,  bat  with  respect 
to  the  questions  referred  to  in  the  Address  Her  Majesty  will,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  conslitution  of  this  country,  have  regard  to  the  advi-e  of 
the  Imperial  Parliament  and  Ministers,  to  whom  all  matters  relating  to 
the  affairs  of  the  United  Kingdom  exclusively  appertain.' 

That  this  House,  having  reference  to  the  tenor  of  the  said  answer 
does  not  deem  it  expedient  again  to  address  Her  Majesty  on  the  subiect' 
but  earnestly  hopes  thot  such  a  measure  or  such  measures  may  be 
adopted  by  the  Imperial  Parliament  as  will,  while  preserving  the 
integrity  and  well-  being  of  the  Empire  and  the  rights  and  status  of 
the  minority,  be  satisfactory  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  permanently 
remove  the  discontent  so  long  unhappily  prevailing  in  that  country." 


Before  resuming  my  seat,  I  would  ask  the  privilege  of 
adding  a  few  words.  I  think,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
moved  the  resolution  now  before  the  House,  to  which  this 
is  an  amendment,  will  consider  this  matter,  he  will  acknow- 
ledge that  the  amendment  will  cover  the  grounds  as  well 
as  his  resolution,  with  the  exception  that  it  does  not  pro- 
pose an  Address  to  Her  Majesty.  I  do  not  think  that  it 
will  be  asking  the  hon.  gentleman  to  make  too  wreat  a 
sacrifice  if  I  say  that  I  think  he  would  do  well  to  give  his 
support  even  to  the  amendment,  in  order  that  it  may  have 
that  strength  which  a  united  action  alone  can  give  it  in  its 
passage  through  this  House.    The  hon.  gentleman  ma' 
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object,  on  the  ground  that  he  still  prefers  the  terms  of  his 
own  resolation ;  bat  he  must  remember  also,  that,  on  a  former 
occasion,  when  I  moved  the  resolutions  of  1882,  he  then 
found  fault  with  their  terms,  as  did  many  of  his  friends,  and 
stated  that  they  had  been  mutilated — in  fact,  emasculated, 
so  that  they  were  almost  worthless.  The  hon.  gentleman, 
the  other  day,  in  alluding  to  those  resolutions,  stated  that 
on  that  occasion  Parliament  spoke,  and  spoke  loudly.  I 
think  it  did ;  I  think  it  spoke  loud  enough,  and  I  think  that 
all  reasonable-minded  men  will  be  satisfied  if  Parliament 
speaks  in  the  same  terms  to-day.  The  fact  of  the  resolutions 
being  mutilated  or  emasculated  did  not  prove  that  they  were 
not  the  wisest  that  could  have  been  carried  by  that  House, 
The  object  was  to  carry  such  resolutions  as  would  embody 
the  principles  that  we  advocated  at  that  time,  and  those 
resolutions  did  clearly  embody  those  principles.  They 
secured  the  most  important  end — they  secured  the  unani. 
mous  support  of  that  House,  and  the  almost  unanimous  sup- 
port of  the  Senate.  More  than  that:  after  the  action  of 
Parliament  had  become  known  to  the  representative  Irish- 
men on  the  other  side  of  the  water,  those  who,  I  suppose, 
were  as  deeply  interested  in  this  question  as  any  man  in 
this  country  can  be,  the  Irish  representatives  in  the  Im- 
perlial  Parliament  at  that  time,  met  and  returned  a  vote  of 
thanks — not  to  the  political  leader  of  the  Conservative 
party,  not  to  the  political  leader  of  the  Liberal  party,  not 
to  the  mover  or  seconder  of  the  resolutions,  but  they 
returned  their  sincere  thanks  to  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
for  passing  an  Address  which  they  considered  the  most 
important  step  that  had  been  taken  outside  of  the  Empire. 
With  these  remarks  I  will  take  my  seat,  earnestly  hoping 
that  Ihis  amendment,  being  a  repetition  of  the  sentiments 
expressed,  and  which  were  so  acceptable  to  the  people  of 
this  country  in  1882,  may  be  acceptable  to  the  House  now, 
and  that  it  may  pass  now  with  the  same  unanimity  that  the 
resolutions  did  on  that  occasion. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  have  heard  the  remarks  which  have 
fallen  from  the  Minister  of  Inland  Eevenue  with  regret  that 
he  should  have  seen  fit  to  adopt  the  course  he  has  taken. 
He  adheres  to  his  former  argument,  the  argument  which 
he  said  he  used  iu  speaking  to  the  deputation  which  asked 
him  to  take  charge  of  a  measure  of  this  kind  :  first,  that  the 
former  expression  of  opinion  was  sufficient ;  and,  next,  that 
it  was  not  prudent  to  bring  it  up  now  because  he  feared, 
not  the  defeat  of  the  motion,  but  a  less  unanimous  expres 
sion  of  opinion  than  that  formerly  given.  He  said:  "  Why 
should  we  bring  it  up  now,  why  renew  it  ?  Was  not  the 
expression  of  opinion  which  this  House  gave  in  1882  quite 
sufficient  ?"  If  the  hon.  gentleman  asks  me  for  reasons  why 
we  should  renew  that  expression  of  opinion,  I  have  plenty 
to  give  him.  First,  because  this  is  a  new  Parliament. 
After  that  expression  of  opinion  in  1882  the  members  of 
this  House  went  to  their  constituents,  and  if  the  constitu- 
ents objected  to  the  course  taken  in  1882  they  had  means 
of  showing  it.  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  in  the 
result  of  that  election  to  show  that  they  did  object  to  that 
expression  of  opinion  But  we  do  wish  to  put  on  record 
the  fact  that  this  House  of  Commons,  after  the  expres- 
sion of  opinion  given  by  the  former  House  of 
Commons  and  after  consulting  the  constituents,  enter- 
tains the  same  opinion  that  the  House  held  four 
years  ago.  That  is  one  reason  for  renewing  the  expression 
of  opinion.  Another  reason  is,  and  it  is  a  still  stronger  one, 
because  now  Home  Rule  is  a  practical  issue.  When  we 
spoke  before  we  were  only  urging  the  Government  of  Great 
Britain  to  take  a  step  which  it  seemed  almost  hopeless  to 
hope  they  would  take  so  soon  as  they  have  taken  it,  for 
although  my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  did 
express  the  almost  certainty  that  the  aeoesaion  to  power  of 
the  Liberal  Government  in  Great  Britain  would  bring  about 
this  result,  it  seemed  more  hopeless  to  the  rest  of  us.  We 


are  glad  to  find  that  he  has  proved  a  truer  prophet  than  our 
own  fears.  The  accession  of  that  Government  to  power  has 
had  the  result  which  the  hon.  gentleman  anticipated.  At 
that  time,  I  say,  the  resolution  passed  by  this  House  was 
merely  an  expression  of  the  vague  opinion  that  something 
of  the  kind  should  be  done  and  a  vague  hope  that  it  might 
be  done.  Now  it  is  a  practical  issue ;  now  something  has 
been  proposed  ;  now  a  measure,  however  defective  some  ,of 
us  may  tbink  it,  has  been  submitted  to  the  British  House  of 
Commons,  and  apparently  it  has  a  possibility,  at  least,  of 
being  adopted  in  principle,  a  measure  adopting,  at  all  events, 
the  great  theory  of  Home  Rule,  however  we  may  diifer  from 
the  details  proposed  in  that  measure.  Now  I  say  is  the 
time  when  our  re-expression  of  opinion  will  be  useful.  The 
old  resolution  might  possibly  have  been  regarded  as  having 
been  got  up  for  a  political  object. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  say  it  might  have  been  regarded  at  that 
time,  when  Home  Rule  was  not  a  practical  issue,  as  having 
been  got  up  for  a  political  object ;  but  now,  when  Home 
Rule  has  ripened,  when  Home  Rule  is  in  process  of  being 
granted  to  Ireland,  an  expression  of  opinion  coming  from 
this  House,  of  which  the  great  majority  is  known  to  be 
Conservative,  would  not  be  looked  upon  as  a  political  dodge, 
but  would  be  looked  upon  as  a  sincere  and  earnest  attempt 
to  strengthen  the  hands  of  those  who  are  working  for  justice 
to  Ireland.  And  it  would  have  that  effect  if  it  had  come, 
in  the  first  place,  from  the  Minister  of  Inland  Eevenue, 
just  as  much  as  it  will  now,  when  the  proposal  has  come 
from  the  leader  on  this  side  of  the  House.  I  deeply  regret 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Costigan)  has  seen  fit  to 
throw  objections  in  the  way  of  approving  a  motion  of  this 
kind,  and  has  repeated  on  the  floor  of  this  House  his  objec- 
tions given  to  a  deputation,  and  thereby  weakened  most 
appreciably  the  effect  that  will  be  produced  by  the 
resolution  when  it  is  adopted.  After  having  heard 
that  we  should  not  have  discussed  the  question  at  all, 
after  having  refused  to  introduce  a  proposal  of  this  kind 
in  the  House,  after  the  proposal  has  been  introduced  by 
another  hon.  member,  the  hon.  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue 
goes  on  to  propose  an  amendment  to  the  resolution.  That  is 
not  the  course  we  would  expect  him  to  adopt,  from  the  lan- 
guage he  used  when  the  question  was  up  on  Tuesday.  When 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  proposed  this  resolution,  the 
Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  asked  for  time  to  consider  the 
resolution  and  time  to  consult  with  the  leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition upon  a  form  of  words  which  would  be  acceptable  to 
the  whole  House,  if  the  form  then  proposed  was  not  accept- 
able. The  hon.  gentleman  asked  for  time,  and  he  asked  for 
liberty  to  make  suggestions.  The  time  was  granted  by  the 
mover  of  the  resolution  ;  the  liberty  to  make  suggestions 
was  also  granted.  Nay,  he  was  invited  to  do  so,  and  I  cer- 
tainly understood  from  the  tenor  of  the  Minister's  remarks, 
that  he  was  only  waiting  for  an  opportunity  to  make  sug- 
gestions. Has  he  made  suggestions  ?  I  do  not  know. 
Has  he  asked  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  to  consult  with 
him  as  to  the  wording  of  the  resolution  ?  I  do  not  know  ; 
but  it  does  not  look  like  it.  If  he  had  consulted  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition,  he  would  probably  have  stated  so  ;  if 
there  had  been  differences  as  to  the  forms  of  words  he 
would,  no  doubt,  have  stated  so.  But  instead  of  taking  ad- 
vantage of  the  opportunity  for  which  he  asked,  he  has  come 
down  with  an  amendment  proposing  to  proceed  in  a  dif- 
ferent manner  from  that  proposed  by  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition.  I  think  this  conduct  is  inconsistent  with 
the  expressions  he  used  on  Tuesday  ;  inconsistent 
with  his  duty  as  one  who  has  taken  a  prominent 
part  in  promoting  the  principle  of  Home  Rule,  and 
whose  duty  it  is  to  see  that  everything  should  be  done  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  secure  the  largest  possible  support  to 
any  legislation  that  could  be  introduced  to  secure  that 
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prmoiple.    He  tells  us  that  is  his  object  in  introducing  this 
amendment.    But,  Sir,  if  he  had  that  object  in  view  intel- 
ligently, he  must  have  seen  that  the  way  to  seonre  unan- 
imity, was  not  to  bring  in  an  amendment  of  which  no  no- 
tice has  been  given  to  this  side  of  the  House  at  this  period  of 
the  discussion,  but  to  consult  with  the  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, who  had  introduced  the  original  motion,  and  try  to 
agree  with  him  on  such  a  form  of  words  as  the  House  would 
unanimously  accept.    Of  course,  1  am  in  no  position  to  say 
whether  the  mover  of  the  resolution  will  accept  the  amend- 
ment or  not,  but,  without  regard  to  anything  he  may  do, 
I  desire  to  express  my  own  disapprobation  of  it,  and  my 
preference  for  the  original  motion.    The  sole  reason  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  alleged  for  this  change  is  contained  in 
the  Kimberley  message,  which  he  has  incorporated  in  his 
amendment.    Now,  Sir,  what  is  the  effect  of  that  resolution 
incorporating  that  message  ?  I  have  not  had  time,  of  course, 
to  carefully  weigh  and  ponder  every  word  in  it,  but  it 
seems  to  me  to  amount  to  a  statement  to  the  British  Gov- 
ernment.   We  asserted  in  1882  onr  right  to  petition  the 
Throne,  in  regard  to  a  matter  which  we  declared  to  be  ol' 
Imperial    significance,  but  which  we  declared   to  have 
material  bearings  on  the  prosperity  of  Canada  as  well.  You 
snubbed  us,  and  now  we  accept  the  snub.    We  accept  the 
statement  that  we  have  no  right  to  petition  the  Throne ;  we 
accept  the  position  of  outsiders,  in  which  that  message 
appears  to  put  us.    I  say  that  the  acceptance  of  that  reso- 
lution by  this  House,  appears  to  me  to  be  an  acceptance  of 
the  snub  which  was  administered  to  this  House  by  the  then 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  at  the  time  we  sent  the  former 
resolution.    If  the  hon.  Minister  does  not  mean  it  for  that  j 
it  must  have  another  signification.  It  must  be  an  expression  ' 
of  snlkmess  on  the  part  of  this  House.  If  he  does  not  mean 
to  say  :  We  accept  the  snub,  he  can  only  mean  :  You  would 
not  hear  us  before,  when  we  offered  advice  on  this  subject  • 
now  your  Premier  has  actually  invited  an  expression  of 
opinion  from  similar  bodies,  has  rejoiced  in  receiving  them 
not  only  from  the  Colonies  but  outside  of  the  Empire,  and 
now,  when  you  are  willing  to  hear  our  advice,  and  when  our 
advice  is  invited  by  the  Premier  and  the  English  Govern- 
ment, we  will  get  on  our  high  horse  and  sulkily  refuse  an 
address  to   you.   Instead   of  placing  our  opinions  in 
the  form  of  an  address,  directed  to  the  quarter  where 
they   will    have    most    effect,    we     will    raise  our 
eyes  to  Heaven  and  express  a  vague  namby-pamby  hope 
that  the  Government  of  England  will  be  led  by  the  help  of 
Providence,  without  assistance  on  our  part,  to  do  that  which 
will  be  best  for  Ireland  and  the  Empire.    Now,  I  object  to 
take  either  position.    I  object  to  admitting  that  we  have 
not  the  right  to  petition.    Granting  the  right  of  petition 
I  object  to  taking  the  ground  that,  because  they  would  not 
hear  us  before,  we  will  not  speak  to  them  now,  when  they 
are  wiUing  to  hear  us.    And  I  must  refer— although  it  has 
been  already  referred  to— to  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Gladstone 
in  his  late  manifesto.    They  have  been  presented  to  the 
House,  but  they  do  not  seem  to  have  made  any  impression 
on  the  mind  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  moved  the  amend- 
ment.   I  hope  they  may  now  sink  into  his  mind.  Mr. 
Gladstone  writes  to  the  Legislative  Assembly  of  Quebec: 

"  I  am  deeply  grateful  at  the  resolution  adopted  by  your  honorable 
body.  It  IS  my  belief  that  the  people  of  England,  who  have  partial 
reaponsibihty  for  the  old  misdeeds  of  the  British  Government,  and  the 
people  of  Ireland  who  have  really  none,  will  concur  in  the  wise  and 
liberal  view  entertained  by  the  Quebec  Assembly." 
There  is  a  distinct  expression  of  thanks  for  an  expression  of 
opinion,  not  from  the  Dominion  Parliament  bat  from  the 
Parliament  of  one  of  the  Provinces,  whose  right  to  address 
the  Crown  on  such  a  matter  must  be  even  prima  facie  less 
than  ours,  if  there  is  any  difference  in  rights  at  all.  To 
the  Mayor  of  Boston,  in  answer  to  a  resolution,  he  cabled : 

"  I  feel  that  American  opinion,  allied  as  it  is  with  a  regard  and  affec- 
tion lor  the  Old  Country,  affords  Her  Majesty's  Government  a  powerful 
moral  support."  ^ 
He,  Caset, 


That  IS  not  addressed  to  a  British  Legislative  Assembly  of 
any  kind,  not  to  a  body  representing  5,000,000  of  British 
subjects.  It  is  addressed  to  the  mayor  of  an  American  city, 
and  he  says  that  even  American  public  opinion  must  afford 
the  Government  powerful  moral  support.  What,  then,  would 
be  the  support  afforded  to  that  Government  by  an  expres- 
sion of  opinion  by  this  Parliament,  known  to  be  composed 
of  representatives  of  all  races  and  all  creeds,  a  Parliament 
known  to  cor  tain  a  very  large  Conservative  majority,  so 
far  as  Canadian  politics  are  concerned  7  Would  not  such  an 
expression  of  opinion  serve  to  show  that  men,  not  only  of 
all  races  and  creeds,  but  men  of  both  political  parties, 
recognised  the  fairness  of  the  principle  of  Home  Rule  aa 
applied  to  Ireland,  and  afford  the  moat  powerful  moral  sup- 
port  possible  to  the  man  who  is  risking  so  much  to  carry 
out  that  principle  ?  Then,  again,  in  his  address  delivered  a 
few  days  ago,  known  generally  as  the  Gladstone  mani- 
festo—his address  to  his  own  constituents— he  said : 

r^HJ'M"  "T'tJ  *"  oo'^a'ioa  when  a  parliamentary  event  ao 

rang  through  the  world  as  the  introduction  of  this  Bill,  under  the 
auspices  of  the  British  Government  From  public  meetings  and  from 
the  highest  acthorities  in  the  colonies,  f  om  capitals  such  Is  Washiuff- 
ton,  Uincinnati,  Boston,  Quebec,  and  from  the  remotest  districts  lyine 
beyond  the  reach  of  all  ordinary  political  eicitement,  I  receive  the  con- 
clusive assurance  that  kindred  peoole  regard  it  with  warm  and  fraternal 
sympathy  Our  present  effort  is  to  settle,  on  an  adequate  scale,  and 
once  for  all,  the  long-vexed  and  troubled  relations  between  Bngland 
and  IreUnd,  which  exhibit  to  us  the  one  and  only  conapicnous  failure 
of  the  political  genius  of  our  race  to  confront  and  master  a  difficulty, 
ana  to  obtain  in  a  reasonable  degree  the  main  ends  of  civilised  life." 

V7hat  is  the  meaning  of  those  words.    Is  it  not  a  recogni- 
tion that  not  only  Quebec,  a  French  Province  living  under 
British  rule,  filled  now  with  British  sympathy  and  love  for 
British  constitutional  Government,  not  only  a  French  Pro- 
like  Quebec,  but  even  States  entirely  severed  from 
the  Empire,  are  members  of  the  [great  British  family  coun- 
cil, composed  of  the  offspring  that  have  come  from  the  loins 
of  that  great  nation  ?   Is  it  not  a  recognition  of  our  fellow- 
citizenship  in  the  British  Empire  ?    I  say  it  is.    It  is  more 
than  a  recognition  of  our  right  to  speak  in  that  family 
council.    It  is  an  invitation  to  lay  our  opinions  before  the 
head  of  that  family,  with  the  assurance  that  those  opinions 
will  be  accepted  with  gratitude  and  regarded  with  the  favor 
and  respect  that  their  importance  deserves.  Now,  whatever 
may  have  been  the  effect  of  the  Kimberley  message,  what- 
ever may  have  been  the  meaning  of  it,  whatever  may  be 
our  constitutional  and  technical  right  to  petition  the  Throne, 
these  acknowledgments,  coming  not  only  from  the  Colonial 
Secretary  but  from  the  Premier  of  Great  Britain,  take  away 
utterly  any  effect  that  might  be  in  that  message  tending  to 
discourage  colonial   legislative    bodies  from  expressing 
opinions  on  this  great  question ;  and  if  the  Minister  of 
Inland  Bevenue  has  nothing  stronger  to  shelter  himself 
behind,  when  he  asks  the  House  to  depart  from  the  usual 
constitutional  method  of  addressing  the  Throne,  and  express 
an  anxiety  and  great  hopes  and  wishes  to  the  skies  and  at- 
mosphere, I  say  his  defence  is  of  the  most  flimsy  character. 
Let  me  recall  to  your  memory  the  fact  that  my  hon. 
friend  the  proposer  of  this  motion  objected  to  his  mutilated 
motion  on  a  former  occasion  :  yet  on  that  occasion  my  hon. 
friend  accepted  it  because  there  was  no  opportunity  of 
amepding  it,  and  because  he  did  not  wish  to  have  any  dis- 
sentionin  theHouse  in  connection  with  the  matter.  That 
conduct  stands  out  in  bold  relief  to  the  conduct  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.    They  did  not,  it  appears,  altogether 
relish  tho  form  in  which  this  motion  was  proposed  before. 
Instead  of  accepting  it  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  division 
in  the  House  on  this  great  non-political  question,  they  took 
a  course  which  must  necessarily  lead  to  difference  of  opinion  ; 
whether  it  leads  to  difference  of  vote  or  not  will  depend  on 
the  self-sacrifice  of  the  members  of  the  House  who  h-yld 
contrary  opinions.    The  hon.  leader  of  the  Government 
sneered  at  the  resolution,  and  threw  cold  water  on  the  whole 
proposal.    The  hon.  Minister  of  Inland  Bevenue,  who  has 
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always  posed  as  the  leader  of  this  movement,  also  threw 
cold  water  on  it  by  asking  for  delay.  He  has  thrown  more 
cold  water  on  it  to-day  by  asking  us  to  abdicate 
onr  constitutional  right  of  petition,  and  to  accept 
a  wishy-washy  proposal  of  vague  hope  and  sym- 
pathy. This  course  stands  out  in  bold  contrast  to 
the  sacrifice  of  individual  opinion  displayed  by  my  hon. 
friend  on  the  former  occasion.  I  hope  yet  that  the  hon. 
M-inister  of  Inland  Eeveaae,  having  screwed  his  courage  up 
to  the  point  of  proposing  a  resolution  in  that  form,  will  go 
still  further,  and  have  the  courage  to  adopt  the  form  of 
petition,  which  we  adopted  in  1882 — what  we  had  a  right 
to  do  then,  and  what  we  have  a  right  to  do  now.  He  says 
the  matter  ol  the  amendment  is  identical  with  that  of  the 
motion.  I  cannot  say  whether  it  is  or  not,  because  I  have 
not  had  the  opportunity  of  carefully  reading  it.  If  it  is, 
there  is  simply  a  difference  of  manner  and  not  of  matter, 
and  if  that  is  the  case  I  think  he  must  show  stronger 
reasons  for  departing  from  the  precedent  we  have  already 
set  ourselves  than  he  has  yet  shown.  If  it  were  necessary. 
Sir,  to  discuss  the  question  of  Home  Eule  itself,  to  discuss 
whether  Canadians  should  support  some  resolution  sympa- 
thising with  that  principle,  I  could  do  so  with  great 
pleasure,  and  at  a  length  which  I  am  afraid  would  not  be 
pleasing  to  the  House,  I  do  not  intend  to  do  so  at  any 
length  ;  but  being  on  my  feet,  I  feel  that  I  cannot  sit  down 
without  saying  a  few  words  on  that  subject,  even  though 
it  may  not  be  necessary  for  the  conviction  of  hon. 
members  of  this  House,  Though  of  Irish  descent,  and 
though  proud  of  that  descent,  I  hope  I  shall  be  able  to 
discuss  this  question  rather  as  a  Canadian  than  as  an  Irish- 
man. I  hold  that  Home  Rule  is  as  much  a  principle  of  the 
Canadian  people,  is  a  sentiment  as  dear  to  the  Canadian 
heart,  as  it  is  to  that  of  native  Irishmen ;  I  mean  Home  Bule 
in  the  general  sense,  not  merely  as  applied  to  Ireland,  but 
as  applied  to  all  isolated  communities  who  claim  the  right 
to  manage  their  own  affairs,  I  should  he  as  ready  to  sup- 
port a  proposal  of  Home  Rule  for  Scotland  or  for  Wales,  if 
the  people  of  those  countries  demanded  it  with  the  same 
unanimity,  as  I  am  to  support  the  proposal  of  Home  Rule 
for  Ireland,  We,  in  Canada,  have  been  living  under  Home 
Rule  for  the  last  nineteen  years  ;  we  know  its  eifects,  and 
we  are  generally  agreed  that  those  effects  are  good.  I 
mean  that  since  that  time  we  have  had  Provincial  Home 
Rule.  We  have  had  Home  Rule  as  colonies  for  a  still 
longer  time,  and  there  are  some  of  us  old  enough  to  remem- 
ber what  it  cost  us  to  obtain  it.  But  for  the  last  nineteen 
years  we  have  been  living  under  an  enlarged  system  of 
Home  Rule — Federal  Home  Rule,  under  which  each  Pro- 
vince has  the  right  to  manage  its  own  affairs.  Now,  having 
once  expressed  our  approval  of  that  principle,  it  would  ill- 
become  us  now  to  do  other  than  unanimously  reassert  that 
approval.  The  right  of  these  Provinces  and  of  this  Dom- 
inion to  do  what  they  like  within  their  own  constitutional 
bounds,  is  an  axiom  in  the  constitutional  theory  of  Canada ; 
and  if  we  refuse  to  apply  this  axiom  to  the  affairs  of  Ire- 
land, we  are  not  only  doing  a  wrong  with  respect  to  Irish 
affairs,  but  committing  ourselves  to  the  position  that  the 
application  of  this  axiom  has  not  worked  well  in  the  affairs 
of  Canada ;  and  there  is  great  similarity  in  some  respects 
between  the  affairs  of  Canada  and  those  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  Ireland  is  peopled  by  a  race  different  in  origin 
and  religion  from  the  mass  of  the  people  of  the  British 
Empire,  Canada  alao  has  its  Provinces,  the  majority  of 
whose  people  differ  in  race  and  religion  from  those  of  the 
rest  of  the  Dominion,  Ireland  and  Quebec  stand  in  some- 
what similar  circumstances  in  this  regard.  Troubles  arose 
under  the  old  Legislative  Union  of  Upper  and  Lower  Can- 
ada out  of  those  differences  of  race  and  religion,  and  it  was 
largely  from  those  troubles  that  the  proposal  for  Confedera- 
tion grew.  Has  Confederation  been  a  cure  for  those 
troubles  ?    Ask  the  people  of  Quebec  in  Legislature  as- 
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sembled.  They  have  given  an  almost  unanimous  declara- 
tion of  opinion  in  favor  of  Home  Rule,  thereby 
inferring  that  Home  Eule  has  worked  well  with  them. 
Another  parallel  exists  in  the  fact  that  there  is 
a  large  Protestant  minority  in  Ireland  whose  rights 
some  people  fear  will  be  injured  by  the  concession  of  Home 
Kule  to  that  country.  There  is  a  large  Protestant  minority 
in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  Has  Home  Eule  in  Quebec 
been  disastrous  to  the  Protestant  minority?  I  do  not 
think  any  member  of  this  House  will  contend  that  it  has. 
It  is  evident  that  the  English-speaking  members  of  the 
Quebec  Assembly  do  not  think  it  has,  for  they  have  giveu 
their  assent  to  the  principle  of  Home  Eale,  And  is  it  to 
be  asserted  that  the  people  of  Ireland,  with  whom  so  many 
of  us  are  allied  by  race,  are  less  reliant  or  less  disposed  to 
live  at  peace  and  harmony  among  themselves  under  Home 
Eule  than  the  people  of  Qaebec  ?  I  repudiate  the  assertion, 
if  any  one  is  hardy  enough  to  make  it.  No  doubt  there 
have  been  quarrels  and  troubles  in  Ireland  between  the  ad- 
herents of  the  two  religions,  more  than  in  most  countries; 
but  why  ?  Almost  entirely  because  they  have  not  had  the 
opportunity  of  managing  their  domestic  affairs,  and  be- 
cause one  section  has  been  to  a  great  extent,  by  the  author- 
ity of  the  law,  placed  in  a  position  of  superiority  over  the 
other,  and  in  a  position  to  injure  it.  Irishmen  are  not 
known  to  be  disloyal  to  the  law  anywhere  except 
in  their  native  country  ;  no  man  is  naturally  more  loyal  to 
a  Government  with  which  he  is  conteuted  than  an  Irish- 
man ;  and  if  this  is  not  the  case  in  Ireland,  what  is  the 
cause  of  it  1  Except  that  there  Irishmen  have  not  the  right 
to  rule  themselves.  If  England  goes  halfway  to  meet  Ire- 
land, I  believe  Ireland  will  go  more  than  halfway  to  meet 
England,  I  am  afraid  that  is  rather  an  Irish  expression, 
because  under  those  circumstances  they  would  hardly  meet, 
but  if  England  goes  any  distance  to  meet  Ireland,  I  believe 
Ireland  will  go  twice  as  far  to  meet  her  ;  and  the  result  of 
a  fair  attempt  to  meat  Ireland  will  be  to  make  Irishmen  in 
their  native  land  as  loyal  to  the  Government  under  which 
they  live  as  they  are  in  Canada  or  in  the  United 
States,  or  in  any  other  country  where  they  live  under 
a  Government  which  they  have  a  share  in  managing, 
Bei-ides,  this  principle,  I  contend,  is  in  accord  with  the 
spirit  of  the  age.  We  are  told  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
are  not  quite  prepared  to  govern  themselves.  Well,  a  man 
cannot  learn  to  swim  until  he  gets  into  the  water,  and  the 
people  of  Ireland  cannot  learn  self-government  until  they 
have  it.  Let  us  take  an  instance  and  comparison.  Are  the 
people  of  Ireland  any  less  prepared  to  govern  themselves, 
are  they  any  less  prepared  to  swim  without  experience  in 
the  water  of  politics  than  were  the  people  of  Hungary,  when 
it  was  a  dependency  of  the  Austrian  Empire,  and  in  a  state 
of  disaffection  even  greater  than  that  in  which  Ireland  has 
been  for  years  ?  No  one  will  assert  that  the  Hungarians 
were  better  prepared  to  govern  themselves,  yet  they  were 
granted  self-government  by  the  Austrian  Empire,  and  have 
managed  to  make  i  t  a  very  fair  success.  Take  the  other 
view  of  the  question,  that  Home  Eule  in  Ireland  will  lead 
to  the  disruption  of  the  Empire  Is  Austria  to-day  not  a 
more  united  Empire,  and  stronger  against  all  her  foes,  with- 
out and  within,  than  she  was  before  Home  Eule  was 
granted  to  Hungary  ?  Are  not  Austria  and  Hungary  to-day 
a  greater  force  in  the  politics  of  Europe  than  was  Austria, 
as  an  Empire,  with  her  Hungarian  Empire  to  quell  and  keep 
in  subjection,  year  after  year  ?  Of  course  she  is.  Therefore, 
I  say  this  movement  is  in  harmony  with  the  spirit  of  the 
age,  and  will  tend  to  promote  the  happiness  of  the 
people  and  the  credit  of  the  Empire.  For  that  reason,  not 
only  those  who  favor  local  autonomy,  but  all  true  friends  of 
the  Empire,  should  support  the  measure  which  seems  more 
likely  than  any  other  to  secure  for  the  Empire  itself  union, 
strength,  and  solidarity  throughout  the  world.  For  all 
these  reasons,  I  give  my  hearty  support,  in  the  first  place. 
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tothereaolution  mtrodQoedby  my  hon.  friend  as  leader 
fh^Z  ,  '^^^IP'""^  'f  that  resolution  should  not  meet 
the  acceptance  of  the  Houee,  to  whatever  form  of  words 
may  be  agreed  upon  by  the  House  and  to  which  we  can 
give  our  unanimous  support;  while  I  maintain,  at  the  same 
time  a  strong  preference  for  theform  of  proceeding  we  have 
already  adopted  In  this,  I  believe  I  am  only  doTng  my 
duty,  not  as  an  Irishman,  but  as  a  Canadian.    I  believl  Z 

h«nX  nf^t?""'"  ^"'m*""^"  g^^^fy  strengtl^en  he 
hands  of  the  venerable  statesman  who-"  is  risking  all  the 

t  1  fnT^'r^"*^  i°"f  *°      ^l-at      conceives  to 

be  jast  to  Ireland,  and  who  is  doing  this  at  the  risk  of  losing 

thrJ?F°/*   f  .^^""y  ^'■^^  l^is  friends 

through  hfe.  In  that  position  he  demands  the  sympathy  of 
the  world,  and  I  hope  he  will  receive  the  sympathy 
not  only  of  Eeformers  but  of  Conservatives  ai^weU 
throughout  British  countries.  It  should  be  remembered 
by  all  those  who  deal  with  this  matter  in  British 
countries  that  It  requires  to  be  dealt  with  in  such 
a  way  that  their  action  will  do  nothing  to  weaken 
his  hands  but  a  good  deal  to  strengthen  theS.  This  has 
been  spoken  by  some  as  a  Catholic  question.  I  protest 
gainst  any  such  insinuation.  Protestants  in  Canada  are 
Jlome  iJulers  to  as  great  an  extent  as  Catholics.  Even  in 
the  Protestant  part  of  Ireland,  Ulster,  the  black  North  as 
1  18  sometimes  called,  a  majority  of  Home  Eulers  was 
elected  at  the  last  general  elections,  a  small  majority,  to  be 
sure ;  but  I  wish  to  show  you.  Sir,  that  the  majority 
obtained  at  the  polls  there  did  not  represent  the  re^ 
strength  of  the  Home  Eule  vote  cast  in  Ulster.  In  eonsti- 
tuencies  where  there  was  not  a  suflScient  number  of  Home 

fh«  r'nw  ^        ^"'.X  '°  candidates  of 

the  r  own  they  supported  the  Conservative  candidates  At 
that  ume  the  Conservative  party  in  England  were  holding 
out  the  right  hand  of  fellowship  to  Mr.  Parnell,  and  led  him 
to  the  J^hv^,^"  P  Bomething  great  would  be  extended 
to  them  by  the  Conservatives  if  elected.  Therefore  in 
counties  where  only  Liberals  and  Conservatives  wore  mi," 
fnvfhrr""'  requested  by  Mr.  Parnell  to  vote 

for  the  Conservative  candidates.  I  have  even  seen,  in  an 
Irish  paper,  a  letter  of  Mr.  Parnell's,  directing  the  Home 

Sje'of  thro  ^"^""/T'      Ballykilbef,  the  Tandi 

date  of  the  Orangemen,  and  the  most  Orange  of  Orange 

Z^LT>,  '^^^  to  some  extent 

due  to  the  existence  of  a  Home  Rule  feeling  in  that  county 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.    What  does  he  think  of  Montreal  ? 
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doSit'  ,  a  different  opinion  now,  but  no 

Ihrn    .Jf^   f  °.  "'n".       '"PP°'''  Home  Rulers 

then  ,  and  if  his  leader  had  introduced  a  measure  of  Home 
Rule  his  opinions  would  have  been  modified  ;  but,  notimitat 

L"!? hl»'in°"'°K'*^  t'^^  ^"""^  -^"'"^^  supported  him, 
he  has  shown  himself  since  then  much  more  bitter  and  out^ 
rageous  m  his  conduct  in  Ireland  to  the  mass  of  the  peon  e 
than  ever  before.  He  has  used  in  his  speeches  language 
u  '  "o*-  0/  justice  to  the  debates,  quote,  whi?b 
iZ  ^  i  ?  *    ■'"'"^'"^  f'^^  to  the  propriety  of 

ae  debate  to  quote.  I  hope  the  result  of  this  discussion 
will  be  to  adopt  someresolution  that  will  materially  advance 
the  prospects  of  Home  Rule,  and  affirm  in  a  dignified  manner 
the  right  of  the  Canadian  Parliament  to  approach  the 
Urown  with  a  petition. 

Mr  CDERAM.  The  question  now  before  the  House  is 
one  01  such  vast  importance,  involving,  as  it  does,  so  much 
not  only  that  concerns  the  material  interests  of  Ireland 
but  the  deepest  and  uoanimous  feeling  of  a  large  section  of 
the  people  of  the  Dominion,  that  I  feel  I  would  be  wanting 
m  my  duty  were  1  not  to  say  a  few  words  on  this  occasion 
expi-essiye  of  the  sentiments  I  have  always  held— senti! 

T  w  ''^en  born  within  me  since  I  entered 

political  life,  and  which  it  might  be,  perhaps,  to  my  advan- 
tage to  parade,  but  sentiments  which  I  have  labored  to 
Mr.  Casey. 


promote,  and  which  I  shall  continue  to  treasure  until  this 
question  of  Home  Eule  for  Ireland  becomes  what  has  been 
the  dream  of  my  boyhood  and  the  labor  of  my  maturer  years  ; 

befoi  rv  ir'^'r"  ^''r'''  ^-"^  *^at  befoi/long 
betoie  my  old  age  has  come,  the  people  of  Ireland  contented 
and  happy  under  Home  Rule,  aud  giving  strength,  power  and 
prestige  to  the  Empire  at  large.  My  first  imDressTon  on 
rising  to  address  this  House,  Lwever,  is  I  Z  bound  to 
say,  that  I  regret  exceedingly  a  certain  portion  of  the  re- 
marks which  have  fallen  from  the  hon.  fentleman  who  has 
just  taken  his  seat.  I  do  not  think  thlt,  whilst  he  has 
expressed  himself  to  be  a  friend  of  Ireland 'and  desirous  of 
securing  some  expression  of  opinion  from  the  House  favor 
able  to  the  principle  of  Homeaule,  he  has  adopted  the  best 
means  calculated  to  secure  the  result  he  says  he  desires  so 
much.  On  the  contrary,  I  think,  when  he  opened  hfs  observa" 

adTerelTr '"•'■'^      ^'^'^^'^^  Concerned  to 

adhere  to  the  original  resolution  which  was  laid  upou  Ihe 
Table  and  not  to  accept  the  equally  comprehensive'^but  far 
more  dignified  course  for  this  House  that  Ls  been  suggested 
by  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Inland  Eevenue,  that  he  made  a 
very  great  mistake  indeed.  As  for  myself,  I  feel  that  no 
one  can  question  my  motives  or  mysincerit;  inthis  ma  Her 

itTn/'r\*°*w.^''°*'"°''I''°  '^^''^  prfd"  that  in  the 
uty  of  Montreal  there  was  organised  the  first  Home  Rale 
Association  that  ever  was  organised  on  the  continent  of 
America  ;  that  the  president  o?that  association  wa  my  old 
and  valued  and  patriotic  friend,  Mr.  Edward  Murphy  and 
nn«  L  t1        """T  f  "°der  that  old  patri^ot^a  ways 

Fr.«  J     "^T'  ^ioe-president  of  that  association 

Ever  afterwards,  whenever  the  occasion  required,  I  felt  thai 

mirZ/Z'^^'''-^}^'''''  my  conduct  might  expose 
me  to-and  it  did  sometimes  expose  me  to  something  that 
was  not  very  pleasant  for  one  who  had  political  aspirations  ■ 
InH  d"ty  was  plain  as  a  man,  as  the  son  of  an  Irishman 
fh„  w  lf°  t^°^^^^'  ?  ^'^^  '^ad  a  deep  interest  in 
the  welfare  of  the  land  of  my  forefathers  and  who  wished  o 
see  peace  and  harmony  existing  there  and  existing  here  in 
Canada  amongst  those  of  my  race  and  those  of  other  races 
who  have  made  this  country  our  home,  despite  any  incon- 
venience or  unpopularity  io  certain  quarters  that  mv  con- 
duct might  have  exposed  me  to,  whether  it  was  on  the 
occasion  of  the  visit  of  Mr.  Parnell  to  the  city  of  Montreal 
when  he  spoke  ,n  the  Theatre  Royal,  and  when  I  said  in 
his  presence  what  I  say  now  in  your  presence  and  in  the 
presence  of  the  representatives  of  this  coantry,  that  I  honed 
the  time  was  not  far  distant  when,  bj-  the  labor  of  the 
patriotic  sons  of  Ireland,  the  day  migh;  dawn  when  they 
could  exclaim  in  one  breath  "  &od  save  Ireland  "  and  "  God 
save  the  Queen  ";  or  when,  again,  Mr.  Parnell  was  im- 
prisoned by  the  Government  of  Mr.  Gladstone  in  Kilmain- 
ham  gaol,  and  I  and  my  friends  called  a  meeting  to  ex- 
press our  sentiments  on  that  occasion.  However  it  is 
not  my  desire  to  refer  further  to  these  facts,  except  in 
order  to  vindicate  the  position  I  take  to-day,  and  to  state 
here  that  I  for  one  would  not  support  the  amendment  that 
has  been  brought  in  here  by  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Inland  ' 
Revenue  If  I  did  not  feel  that  it  was  better  calculated  to 
serve  the  purpose  that  we  have  in  view,  that  everv 
good  and  honest  citizen  has  in  view,  than  the 
resolution  which  was  proposed  in  the  '  first  place 
by  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Opposition.  I  desir! 
to  approach  this  subject  in  a  conciliatory  spirit  I 
do  not  wish  for  one  moment  to  cast  any  doubt  uoon  the 

have  been  attacked,  our  course,  or  rather  the  course  which 
has  been  suggested  by  the  representative  of  our  people  in 
t  Jj-T"'^?\^'''  I  th.nk,  without 

tfiZtZ^'^flTJ,^^''''^  tlie  moti;esofthe 

cZ»!^n.  Opposition,  that  there  are  some  cir- 

cumstances surrounding  his  action  in  this  matter  which  are 
far  more  suspicious  than  anything  which  can  be  aU  ibuted 
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to  the  hoD.  gentleman  who  has  proposed  the  amendment. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  parliamentary  courtesy  is  perhaps 
the  strongest  prop  lo  a  man's  faith.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  said  he  is  sincere  in  this  matter  so  far  as  wishing 
to  eliminate  all  party  feeling  and  all  party  advantage  there- 
from. I  am  obliged,  under  parliamentary  courtesy,  to 
believe  that,  but  my  credulity  is  put  to  a  very  strong  test. 
I  think,  after  all,  if  we  look  at  some  of  the  circumstances 
surrounding  the  bringing  in  of  this  resolution,  we  will  be 
struck  very  forcibly  with  a  certain  number  of  omissions 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made.  In  the  first  place, 
there  are  in  this  House  a  certain  number  of  gentlemen  of 
Irish  extraction  and  Irishmen  by  birth  as  well,  and  he 
never  consulted  one  of  those  gentlemen  before  bringing 
in  this  resolution.  But  there  was  more  than  that.  The 
fact  that  this  resolution  was  brought  in  as  an  amendment  to 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply  must  have  impressed  every- 
one in  this  House  that,  after  all,  there  was  something  about 
such  a  procedure  that  would  cast  a  little  doubt  upon  the 
sincerity  of  the  hon.  gentleman's  motives.  But  there  was  a 
great  deal  more  than  that,  and  I  think  this  is  perhaps  the 
gravest  omission  of  all.  That  was  not  the  fact  that  the 
Irish  members  were  not  approached,  because,  so  far  as  the 
Irish  Catholic  members  are  concerned,  unfortunately  there 
are  only  eight  of  us  in  this  House,  and,  perhaps,  although  1 
believe  there  is  no  personal  ill-feeling  between  them  and  the 
gentlemen  opposite,  there  might  have  been  a  hesitancy  on 
the  part  of  the  hon,  gentleman  to  approach  them,  but  there 
could  not  be  anything  like  a  hesitancy,  there  should  not 
have  been  anything  like  a  hesitancy,  if  there  was  an  honest 
desire  that  that  resolution  should  pass ;  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  the  hon.  gentleman  should  have  addressed 
himself,  at  all  events,  if  not  to  the  rank  and  file,  to  the 
leader  of  the  French  Canadian  party  in  this  House,  without 
whose  sanction  and  without  whose  appi  oval,  and  without 
whose  influence,  perhaps,  no  such  resolution  could  be  carried 
at  all.  All  these  things  were  omitted.  But  we  have  still, 
other  circumstances  that  must  attract  very  grave  attention  in 
this  matter.  We  know  that  the  Globe  newspaper  is 
supposed  to  be,  to  a  very  great  extent,  the  organ  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  opposite,  and  that  paper  last  week  told  us 
that  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  not  commanding 
a  majority  in  this  House,  could  not  be  expected  to  bring 
forward  anything  of  this  kind.  He  could  not  command  a 
majority  for  anything  he  might  bring  forwai'd,  and  there- 
tore  it  was  his  duty  not  to  bring  it  lorward  at  all.  But 
there  was  more  than  that  in  connection  with  this,  and  I 
cannot  allow  this  opportunity  to  pass  without  drawing  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  it.  There  was,  iu  the  first  place, 
as  I  have  said,  the  stateident  of  the  Qkbe,  but  In  the  city  of 
Montreal  there  is  published  what  claims  to  be  an  Irish 
newspaper  giving  the  views  of  Irishmen  all  over  the  Domin- 
ion. Its  own  constituency  will  not  satisfy  it ;  it  profesees 
to  speak  for  Irishmen  throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  the  land,  and  it  especially  speaks  in  praise  ol  everything 
that  ]S  said  and  everything  that  is  done  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man opposite ;  and  what  was  the  position  that  that  particu- 
lar organ  of  the  Liberal  party  placed  the  hon.  gentleman  on 
this  side  of  the  House  in,  whose  duty  it  is  supposed  to  have 
been  to  propose  this  resolution  ?  I  will  read  a  brief  extract 
from  that  paper's  Ottawa  correspondence,  published  on  the 
15th  April,  1886,  only  a  couple  of  weeks  ago.  This  is  what 
is  said : 

"  It  is  said  that  a  reaolatton  will  be  proposed  in  Parliament  Bym- 
pathising  with  Mr.  Gladstone  and  the  Irish  people  on  the  prospect  of 
obtaining  Home  Rnle  for  Ireland,  Should  this  be  proposed  from  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House  it  will  be  understood  at  once  as  a  Tory 
dodge  to  win  back  Irish  support.  It  is  hard  to  see,  however,  in  what 
way  it  can  benefli  them.  .  »  .  .jjjg  ij,;^!,  people  are  not  to  be 
humbugged.  The  records  of  both  parties  are  before  them.  The  press 
has  shown  the  feeling  prerailing  in  either  camp.  But  the  time  has 
passed  for  resolutions  of  the  kind."' 


That  is  what  the  Irish  members  of  this  House,  at  all  events, 
were  met  with  on  this  occasion.  I  do  not  think  that  I  can 
let  this  opportunity  pass  without  corroborating  what  has 
been  said  by  the  Minister  of  Inland  fievenue  with  regard 
to  our  feeling  on  this  subject.  There  is  not  one  in  this 
House  who  would  not  go  to  the  utmost  limit  in  voting  for 
any  resolution  that  might  benefit  Ireland  in  any  sense  that 
was  thought  for  the  best  by  the  truest  friends  of  Ireland  ; 
and.  Sir,  in  order  that  we  might  arrive  at  a  just  conclusion, 
the  friends  of  the  cause,  those  who  were  pointed  to  as 
having  the  duty  imposed  upon  them  of  attending  to  this 
matter,  met  together ;  meeting  together  we  discussed  the 
question  not  in  a  party  spirit,  not  in  a  spirit  of  seeking  to 
achieve  any  party  advantage,  but  every  gentleman  in  this 
House,  or  in  the  Senate,  who  was  present  at  that  meeting, 
is  to  day  a  living  witness  that  the  question  at  that  meeting 
was  :  Will  it  be  for  the  advantage  of  Ireland  that  such  a 
resolution  should  be  brought  forward  ?  In  view  of  what 
has  been  said  in  the  press,  in  view  of  the  imputation  which 
was  cast  upon  us,  in  view,  more  particularly,  of  the  unani- 
mous vote  cast  in  this  House  in  1882,  a  more  emphatic 
expression  than  which  this  could  not  possibly  have  been 
given,  we  thought.  Sir,  it  would  be  impossible  for  us  to 
secure  anything  more  forcible,  and  that  it  was  desirable  to 
let  that  matter  stand  before  the  world,  before  the  eyes  of 
Mr.  Gladstone,  who  had  received  it  and  who  had  returned  it 
in  the  contemptuous  manner  that  has  been  referred  to, 
that  was  the  unanimous  expression  of  this  Parliament.  It 
had  never  been  appealed.  No  one  had  stood  up  in  this 
Parliament  and  asked  that  a  different  opinion  should  be  re- 
corded, and  we  felt  under  the  circumstances,  and  not  only 
those  gentlemen,  but  the  best  Home  Eulers  in  this  country 
whom  I  had  consulted,  those  who  had  given  their  time, 
their  money  and  their  energy  to  the  cause,  also  felt  that 
unless  we  could  secure  a  unanimous  vote  again  in  this 
House,  or  something  tantamount  thereto,  it  was  in  the  in- 
terest of  Ireland  that  the  old  resolutions  should  stand, 
which  had  been  carried  by  a  unanimous  vote,  and  that  they 
should  not  be  disturbed.  It  was  under  these  circumstances 
that  we  adopted  the  course  we  did.  The  hon.  Minister 
was  approached  by  one  association  in  the  Dominion  of 
Canada,  and  that  is  the  only  association  that  has  spoken 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  the  land  upon  this 
subject.  No  other  Irish  society,  either  Protestant  or 
Catholic,  had  approached  the  hon.  gentleman,  either  by  de- 
legation or  by  letter.  Not  one  gentleman  had  ever  ap- 
proached me.  I  had  gone  to  the  city  of  Montreal,  I  had 
appeared  on  the  public  platform  there  at  the  meeting  pre- 
sided over  by  His  Worship  the  Mayor  of  Mont- 
real, when  these  resolutions  of  the  city  of  Montreal 
were  passed.  I  had  taken  part  in  that  meeting,  and 
not  one  man,  not  one  president  of  aa  organisation, 
had  sought  to  impress  upon  me  the  necessity  of 
having  an  expression  of  opinion  from  this  Parliament. 
As  I  have  said,  I  went  out  of  my  way  to  consult  the  best 
friends  of  Home  Rule,  and  if  we  did  not  proceed  it  was 
from  motives  of  prudence,  from  a  true,  sincere  and  heart- 
felt desire  that  what  had  been  well  done  for  Ireland,  should 
remain  well  done,  and  should  stand  before  the  world  as  the 
expression  of  opinion  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada.  Sir,  wa 
had  the  oreranisaiion  to  which  I  have  referre  I  ;  we  had  the 
Montreal  True  Wiiness,  the  weekly  edition  of  the  news- 
paper to  which  I  have  referred ;  and  we  had  the  expression 
by  the  Catholic  Record,  of  London,  as  to  what  this  Parlia- 
ment should  do  under  these  circumstances;  but  I  failed  to 
gather  in  the  resolutions  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  any- 
thing like  an  attempt  to  follow  the  advice  that  was  given 
by  either  of  these  organs  of  public  opinion.  The  leader  of 
the  Opposition  has  undertaken  to  present  a  humble  Address 
to  Her  Majesty.  Now,  Sir,  neither  one  nor  the  other  of 
those  papers  asked  for  a  humble  Address  to  Her  Majesty, 
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If  we  refer  to  the  OathoUc  Record,  in  which  an  appeal  was 
made  to  the  Irish  members  of  this  House — certainly  not 
couched  in  very  inviting  or  courttous  language,  in  a  portion 
of  it  where  we  were  told  not  to  be  "dumb  brutes,"  but  there 
was  another  portion  of  it  which  I  will  read,  as  I  do  not  wish 
anything  to  go  upon  ihe  Hansard  which  would  in  any  way 
mar  the  effect  of  the  proceeding-)  of  to-day,  which,  1  trust, 
will  end  harmonious.    The  London  Catholic  Record  said  : 

"It  is  now  in  order  to  the  Dominion  Parliament  to  follow  up  itg  reso- 
lutions ot  April  20th,  1882,  to  their  logical  conclusion,  and  give  Mr. 
Gladstone  the  benefit  of  a  hearty  expression  of  sympathy." 

According  to  this  paper,  it  is  a  question  of  passing  a  reso- 
lution of  sympathy  with  Mr.  Gladstone  himself;  something, 
no  doubt,  in  the  form  that  has  come  to  us  to-day  in  the 
public  press  from  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  where 
Attorney  General  White  introduced  a  Grovernment  resolu- 
tion referring  to  Mr.  Gladstone's  Home  Eule  Bill,  and 
resolved : 

"  That  this  House  desires  to  record  its  warm  sympathy  with  the  noble 
efforts  put  forth  by  the  Premier  of  Great  Britain  in  the  direction  of 
giving  Home  Rule  to  Ireland,  and  expressess  its  sincere  hope  that  his 
efforts  may  be  crowned  with  


This  body  does  not  feel  it  necessary  to  present  an  Address 
to  Her  Majesty,  but  I  may  say  that  the  course  which  has 
been  adopted  by  the  leader  ol  the  Opposition  not  only  does 
not  meet  the  views  of  those  who  may  be  supposed  to  speak 
for  the  Irish  people  of  the  Dominioo,  but  it  meets  with 
their  entire  disapprobation.  I  think  the  House  will  admit 
that  I  am  perfectly  right  in  saying  so  when  I  refer  them 
to  the  proceedings  that  took  place  a  short  time  ago  in  the 
Quebec  Legislature,  when  Mr.  Carbray  presented  a  resolu- 
tion, probably  a  great  deal  more  comprehensive  than  the 
one  which  has  been  presented  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion in  this  House,  and  the  resolution  of  Mr.  Oarbray  was 
denounced  as  an  act  of  toryism,  as  an  act  of  flankeyism,  as 
an  act  unworthy  of  the  occasion.  The  resolution  was  as 
toUows  ; — 

"  We,  Your  Majesty's  most  dutiful  and  loyal  subjects,  the  Legislative 
Assembly  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  in  Parliament  assembled,  desire,  in 
our  name  and  on  behalf  of  the  people  whom  we  represent,  to  renew  the 
expression  of  our  unswerving  loyalty  and  devotion  to  Your  Majesty's 
person  and  Government : 

"That  this  House,  always  sensible  to  everything  aidiog  the  greater 
welfare.progresfl  and  happiness  of  every  section  of  the  Umpire,  desires  to 
record  its  warm  appreciation  and  great  pleasure  on  the  initiation  in  the 
Imperial  Parliament  of  legislation  of  a  character  to  give  a  local  guvern- 
—jnent-to  Ireland^  and  the  prospect  of  an  early  action  with  a_vjew  of  an 
equitable  settlement  of  the  land  question  there,  whereby  the  position  of 
the  tillers  of  the  soil  will  be  improved  to  a  large  and  beneficial  extent, 
without  injustice  being  done  the  present  land  owners.  We  pray  that 
Your  Majesty  may  be  spared  long  years  to  reign  over  your  devoted  and 
loyal  subjects." 

Here,  then,  was  a  resolution  embodying  all  the  sentiments 
that  are  contained  in  the  resolution  proposed  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  opposite.  Here  was  a  resolution  addressed  to 
Her  Majesty  the  Queen,  just  as  this  resolution  is  addressed 
to  Her  Majesty  the  Queen,  and  yet  we  find  this  organ  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  which  assumes  to  speak  tor  all  the 
people  of  Canada  so  far  as  the  Irish  race  is  concerned,  writ- 
ing this  particular  article  in  reference  to  the  motion  in 
question : 

"  The  Legislature  of  Quebec  is  to  be  given  an  opportunity  to  express, 
in  the  name  of  the  Canadian  people,  itsi  sympathy  with  the  struggles  of 
the  Irish  race  for  self-government,  and  to  extend  to  Mr.  Gladstone  its 
congratulations  on  having  had  the  courage  to  introduce  a  Home  Rule 
BUI  in  the  British  Parliament.  Hon.  Mr  Mercier  has  presented  a  set  of 
resolutions  which  are  to  the  point.  Mr.  Carbray  has  also  moved  in  the 
matter,  but  bis  intention  is  to  present  an  humble  Address  to  Her  Majesty 
the  Queeh.  Now  we  would  lilse  to  know  what  the  Queen  has  got  to  do 
in  this  matter  or  why  her  name  should  be  dragged  in  at  all  ?  Mr. 
Gladstone  has  had  to  fight  against  the  Queen  to  bring  in  his  Home 
Rule  Bill.  It  is  not  Her  Majesty  that  we  have  to  thank  for  the  Minis- 
terial recognition  of  the  principle  of  Home  Rule  for  Ireland,  it  is  Mr. 
Gladstone.  Consequently  it  is  the  latter,  and  not  the  former,that  should 
be  made  the  object  of  our  admiration  and  the  recipient  of  our  congratu- 
lations. Under  the  circnmstancea  Mr.  Oarbray's  proposed  Address  is 
out  of  order  ;  it  is  not  only  uncalled  for,  It  is  undeserved. 
Mr.  CUABAN. 


That  was  the  view  expressed  in  this  rather  forcible  lan- 
guage by  the  organ  in  quesHon.  We  have  on  another  date 
the  following  in  an  editorial  article  in  the  same  paper: 

"In  view  of  this  happy  turn  which  events  have  taken,  would  it  not 
wh?,?h'?t  .!""'  1"*  I'"";  ''|''?SS>»1  to  «">  cause  of  justice  and  freedom, 
which  It  has  already  pleaded,  for  the  Dominion  ParUament  to  imitati 
IS  .1,         ^j^S".?^"  Legislatures  abroad,  and  send  across 

fhe  ^r.?t"t''1,  .■""I  a  message  of  sympathy  and  of  enconragement  in 
i^ni^f f^^"  ''"k  he  has  undertakei  to  accomplish  in  face  of 
colossal  difflculties  and  obstacles  ?  The  Post  thinks  it  would  be  a  meri- 
tonous  act  on  the  part  of  the  Federal  House  to  do  so.  Mr  GladstoM 
himself  would  esteem  it  so."  miouo.uuo 

No  doubt,  this  gentleman  was  in  the  oonadence  of  Mr. 
Gladstone.    Again,  in  another  article,  we  find  : 

tl,^t^i°J'.lK^'"'n'°°7''''*''^^^"'»*''»'  Glaistone  is  deserving  of 
Rule  ?  '■  Canadian  people  for  hia  scheme  to  give  Ireland  Home 

Again,  in  another  article  we  find  : 

"  Is  there  any  reason  why  the  Dominion  Parliament  should  not  follow 
m  the  footsteps  of  the  Quebec  Assembly  and  adopt  resolntiona  of  con- 
gratulation to  Mr.  Gladstone  on  the  question  of  Home  Rule  for  Ireland  ? 
There  is  no  reason  that  we  can  see.  The  Federal  Parliament  has 
already  placed  itself  on  record  as  being  in  favor  of  self-government  for 
the  Irish  people.  'This  fact  to  our  mind  is  a  special  reason  why  it  should 
to-day  tender  the  hand  of  sympathy  and  of  encouragement  to  the  states- 
man who  had  the  courage  to  espouse  the  principle  of  Home  Rule  and 
advocate  it  from  the  Treasury  benches  in  the  British  House  of  Commons.' ' 

That  resolution  proposed  by  Mr.  Carbray  in  the  Quebec 
Legislature,  which  corresponds  so  far  as  it  goes  with  the 
resolution  proposed  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  was 
withdrawn,  and  a  special  expression  of  the  thanks  of  the 
Quebec  Legislature  was  proposed  to  Mr.  Gladstone  on 
account  of  the  stand  he  had  taken.  We,  therefore,  find,  on 
referring  to  the  journal  from  which  I  have  been  quoting, 
that  the  position  taken  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  on 
this  subject  is  endorsed,  whilst  the  very  same  motion  and 
the  very  same  action  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Carbray,  who,  by 
the  way,  is  a  Conservative  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  was 
denounced  in  the  most  forcible  language  that  the  editor 
could  call  to  his  assistance.  I  say  further  that,  in  view  of 
the  statement  made  that  if  hon.  members  in  this  House 
had  brought  forward  ,a  resolution  asking  this  House  to 
pronounce  upon  the  question  of  Home  fiule  -  we  have  it 
there  in  black  and  white— it  would  be  a  mere  political 
dodge  on  our  part.  1  say  that  if  I  or  any  other  hon. 
member  had  come  forward  and  proposed  to  this  honorable 
House  a  resolution  asking  that  a  humble  Address  be  sent  to 
Her  Majesty  the  Queen  thanking  her  or  thanking 
the  Administration  for  what  has  taken  place,  I  or  any 
other  hon.  member  would  have  been  denounced  as  a 
coward,  as  unworthy  of  the  position  of  member  in  this 
House,  as  not  representing  the  sentiments  of  the  Irish 
people,that  I  should  have  proposed  a  resolution  to  the  Eight 
Hon.  'ST.  JE.  Gladstone  and  left  Her  Majesty  aside  altogether. 
If  we  proceed  to  consider  this  question  further,  I  ask  this 
House  if  there  were  not  very  great  difficulties  in  tbe  way 
of  again  presenting  a  resolution  of  this  kind.  I  have  spoken 
not  merely  to  friends,  but  I  have  consulted  gentlemen  of 
different  nationalities  and  races  in  this  House  as  to  the 
advisability  of  bringing  forward  a  resolution  on  this  sulbjeot. 
A  very  groat  difficulty  indeed  exists,  as  has  been  pointed 
out  in  such  a  plain  manner  by  the  Minister  of  Inland  Eeve- 
nne,  in  view  of  the  reception  which  our  last  Address  re- 
ceived, when  Mr.  Gladstone  himself  advised  Her  Majesty  to 
tell  us  in  plain  language  that  while  the  Government  of  Eng- 
land would  always  be  ready  to  receive  any  advice  we  might 
have  to  offer  upon  Canadian  affairs,  yet,  so  far  as  regards  Im- 
perial cenoerns,  Canada  had  better  mind  her  own  business. 
Should  we  have  attempted,  without  the  assurance  of  carry- 
ing a  resolution  by  a  very  large  majority,  in  view  of  the 
opinion  expressed  by  several  hon.  gentlemen  who  may  be 
depended  upon  to  support  Home  Kule,  I  ask  would  it  have 
been  pruder.t  for  us  to  have  proceeded  exactly  in  the  same 
manner  and  in  the  very  tracks  we  had  gone  before,  when 


i88^ 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


1145 


we  were  brought  face  to  face  with  this  snubbing  that  was 
given  by  the  Imperial  Government,  and  which  remains  to 
the  present  day.  For,  whilst  Mr.  Gladstone  has  upon  many 
occasions  of  late,  it  appears,  referred  to  congratulatory 
addresses  forwarded  to  him  in  regard  to  the  Home  Rule 
question,  there  is  one  thing  certain — that  in  all  his 
sayings  there  is  not  one  word  as  to  what  he  stated  to  the 
Parliament  of  Canada  when  that  answer  was  sent  by  his 
own  Government.  There  is  perhaps  another  view  to  take. 
We  have  that  statement  from  the  Earl  of  Kimberley  before 
us.  Every  man  in  this  Parliament,  every  man  in  this 
country,  is  aware  of  the  existence  of  that  answer,  and  it 
would  look,  perhaps,  a  little  satirical  were  we  to  adopt  a 
humble  Address  to  Her  Majesty  to-day,  after  the  strong 
position  has  been  taken  by  him  when  we  were  told  to  mind 
our  own  business  in  Imperial  affairs  ;  we  would  again,  by 
this  very  occasion,  ju5t  remind  the  hon,  gentleman  of  the 
little  mistake  he  made  in  1882,  and  remind  him  that  after 
all  the  advice  of  Catiada  wus  not  so  bad,  if  he  had  taken  it 
at  the  time  Now,  Sir,  the  substance  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man's resolution  may  be  all  right  enough,  but  according  to 
his  own  friends,  according  to  common-sense  ideas  and  a  due 
regard 'for  our  own  dignity,  we  cannot  adopt  by  any  possi- 
bility the  form  which  he  has  adopted,  the  form  which 
brought  this  answer  from?  the  Earl  of  Kimberley,  whilst  we 
have  an  equally  effective  mode,  a  mode  that  will  involve  no 
discourtesy  towards  this  House,  if  it  exists  ;  a  mode  by 
which  this  Parliament  places  upon  its  records,  and  pub- 
lishes to  the  world  what  its  views  are  upon  this  question  in 
its  present  state  in  the  Imperial  Parliament.  Now,  Sir,  I 
think,  under  these  circumstances,  there  is,  an  admirable  op 
portunity,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  is  sincere  in  the  desire 
which  he  has  expressed,  to  have  unanimity  on  this 
question,  to  rUn  no  risk  to  strengthen  the  cause 
of  justice  to  Ireland-^I'  say  if  the  hon.  gentlemau 
is  sincere,  not  only  in  view  of  the  embodiment  of  the  prin- 
ciples that  are  there  enumerated  in  the  amendment  of  my 
hon.  friend — I  say  he  has  an  admirable  opportunity  of 
showing  that  there  is  bo  desire  upon  his  part  to  make  this 
a  party  or  political  question,  a  question  out  of  which  poli- 
tical capital  may  be  made,  because  it  would  show  his  anxiety 
to  do  good  to  the  cause  which  he  has  espoused  ;  and  as  we 
are  all  laboring  together,  and  all  claiming  to  be  animated 
by  the  same  spirit,  nothing,  I  think,  will  evince  that  more 
than  by  the  hon.  gentleman  subscribing  to  the  amendment 
which  has  been  proposed  by  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister 
of  Inland  Eevenue,  despite  the  advice  given  him  by  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey).  Now,  Sir,  I 
think  that  there  ought  not  to  be  any  need,  on  an  ocoaiion 
of  this  kind,  to  address  the  House  where  Home  Eule  exists 
in  the  full  plenitude  of  its  beneficence  any  question,  any 
word,  any  statement  in  advocacy  of  the  principle  that  is 
now  being  laid  before  us.  1  trust,  Sir,  that  there  are  not, 
at  all  events,  many  in  this  House  who  do  not  approve 
of  Home  Eule  for  Ireland.  I  do  not  believe  that  there 
are  many  gentlemen  in  ■  this  House  who  would  stand  up 
before  their  cotistituen  ts  in  any  part  of  the  country  and 
declare  that  they  did  not  desire  that  the  Irish  people 
in  Ireland  should  enjoy  the  privileges  that  are  enjoyed  by 
Irish,  and  English,  and  Scotch,  and  French  in  the  Dominion 
of  Canada.  1  do  not  believe  that  any  man  in  this  House 
would  go  before  his  constituents  and  be  listened  to  approv- 
ingly in  the  utterance  of  such  sentiments.  I  trust,  there- 
fore, that  there  will  be,  at  all  events  as  regards  this  amend 
ment  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Inland  Eevenue,  unanimity  or  a 
strong  majority  in  this  House  in  its  favor,  i  will  say  to  those 
who  may  not  believe  in  Home  Rule  for  Ireland  that,  under 
.existing  circumstances,  that  question  has  become,  you  may 
say,  a  fixed  fact  in  the  politics  of  Great  Britain.  One  of 
the  greatest  men  in  Ireland  to-day,  a  member  of  the  Bi'itish 
Parliament,  Justin  McCarthy,  has  said  in  a  letter  recently 
published  that  this  present  measwe  now  before  the  House, 


which,  to  use  the  words  of  Mr.  Parnell  himself,  is  one  in 
which  there  are  blots  and  blemishes,  which  must  be  removed 
ere  it  will  be  acceptable  to  the  Irish  people — I  say  Justin 
McCarthy  has  stated  that  in  his  opinion  this  Bill  may  not 
become  law  at  present.  But,  Sir,  as  sure  as  there  is  a  kind 
Providence  which  watches  over  the  fate  of  nations,  Ireland 
is  destined  to  get  justice  in  the  matter  of  Home  Kale.  I 
would  point  out  to  those  hon.  gentlemen  to  whom  I  am  now 
specially  addressing  myself,  a  statement  made  by  a  very  dis- 
tinguished statesman  of  England  in  1880.  I  refer  to  Mr. 
Lowe,  who  had  abandoned  his  former  position  with  regard 
to  the  extension  of  the  franchise,  and  who  thus  gave  his 
reasons  in  a  speech  on  his  re-election  for  London  Univer- 
sity : 

"You  took  me  aa  your  represeatative  at  a  time  when  you  knew  that 
I  difFered  from  the  mass  of  the  Liberal  party  on  the  subject  of  the  frau- 
chise.  That  was  a  kiodoeas  I  shall  never  forget.  What  has  happened 
with  regard  to  that  question  of  the  fcaachiae  ?  Why,  this.  Oae-halfof 
the  subject  has  been  settled  by  those  with  whom  I  acted  at  tliat  time — 
the  Tories  themselves.  You  see  that  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  has  been 
complaining  of  the  masses  of  people  who  have  sprung  up  everywhere  aa 
if  they  were  the  dragoa's  teeth.  But  who  sowed  the  dragon's  teeth? 
This  has  to  be  said  to  the  credit  or  discredit  of  the  Tory  Government— 
that  this  greater  number  of  people  have  the  franchise  because  the  Tory 
Government,  out-trumping  the  Whigs,  gave  it  to  them.  Well,  gentle- 
man, now  comes  the  queatiou  of  the  county  franchise.  I  am  a  practical 
man.  Yon  know  that  I  fought  as  long  as  there  was  a  possibility  of 
success,  but  I  am  now  in  this  dilemma if  I  go  on  aoy  further  I  must 
unite  with  the  Tories,  who  have  already  decaived  and  betrayed  me — 
(laughter  and  i2heer9)  — or  else  I  must  confess  myself,  as  I  humbly  do, 
utterly  beaten  in  this  matter.  I  must  confess  that  public  opinion  is 
entirely  against  me,  and  give  up  all  opposition  whatever.  Gentlemen, 
I  prefer  the  latter  course.  (Cheers)  Politics  are  a  practical  science, 
and,  as  I  have  said  from  the  first,  what  [  desired  was  that  the  subject 
should  be  fairly  brought  before  the  country,  and  that  we  should  have  its 
decision  upon  the  question.  Well,  it  has  been  brought  before  tne  coun- 
try in  this  election,  and  ttie  decision  of  the  Liberal  party  has  been,  so  far 
as  I  know,  absolutely  unanimous.  I,  therefore,  have  nothing  to  do  but 
to  bow  to  that  decision." 

And,  Mr.  Speaker,  what  has  taken  place  in  the  question 
referred  to  will  take  place  in  this  instance.  This  has 
become  a  question  of  practical  politics  in  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament, and  if  this  Bill  of  the  Right  Hon.  Mr.  Gladstone  be 
not  carried,  the  Tories  will  out-trump  Mr.  Gladstone  at  an 
early  day,  and  a  broader  and  more  comprehensive  Bill  of 
Home  Rule  will  be  brought  in  byjthe  ^Ojnservativos.  I 
know  it  has  been  urged  on  many  oocasion.s  that  this  ques- 
tion of  Home  Rule  involves  separation  from  the  Empue.  I 
have  never  believed  that.  I  have  given  many  years  of 
study  to  this  question  in  my  own  humble  way,  and  I  am 
convinced  that  the  honor,  the  glory,  the  power  and  the 
prestige  of  England.  Ireland  and  Scotland  are  bound  up 
together,  just  as  in  this  country  the  people  wbo  speak  the 
English  language  would  never  consent  for  a  moment  that  a 
division  should  take  place  in  the  glory  of  this  country,  that 
has  been  conjointly  spread  upon  it  by  the  peoples  who 
speak  the  two  languages  in  this  country  ;  that  the  English- 
speaking  people  would  never  consent  to  allow  the  glory  cast 
upon  oar  history  by  our  French-Canadian  brethren,  from 
the  days  of  Jacques  Oartier,  and  later,  the  days  wnea  the 
settlements  at  Quebec  and  Montreal  grew  up,  and  the 
glorious  events  which,  in  the  Relations  des 
Jisuites  took  place,  are  narrated  and  the  glorious 
events  that  are  chronicled  in  Les  Relations  des 
Jisuites  took  place,  and  everything  connected  with  the 
power  and  the  prestige  that  has  been  given  to  this  country 
by  the  French-Uanadian  people— I  say,  just  as  We  could 
never  allow  that  glory  and  that  prestige  lo  be  taken  away, 
so,  with  regard  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  they  feel  that  they 
have  cast  a  halo  of  glory  around  the  British  Empire ;  they 
feci  that  they  have  embellished  the  literature  of  that  Em- 
pire ;  they  feel  that  their  poets  and  their  orators,  their 
scholars  and  their  statesmen,  their  men  in  every  position  of 
life,  by  their  genius  have  enhanced  the  glory  of  that  iSm- 
pire.  They  feel,  speaking  the  language  of  Richard  Lalor 
Shiel,  that  on  many  a  battle-tield  the  blood  of  the  peoples  of 
England,  of  Ireland,  and  of  Scotland,  has  been  shed  togetherj 
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in  the  same  deep  pits  in  many  lands  thnir  w 
have  been  deposited,  and  the  green  Vard  of  snrin^r  nZ 
covers  their  commingled  remains.  The  Iri«h  f  T^, 
and  know  what  the^  have  contHbul'd%o"he  Cpt  I^d' 
they  know  what  they  wonid  lose  by  total  separation  from 
that  Empire;  they  know  that  England,  Ireland  and  ScoT 
land  as  separate  nations,  could  never  nossess  Zt 
mand.ng  infinenoe  in  the  world  which  tLfpos  ess  to  dav' 
But  the  people  of  Ireland  demand,  and  with  GoriT Kl!«  ^" 
they  will  have.  Home  iJule  there  as  wT  have  Hnm  RT 

.1..™!.,,  ..d «,. p™p„„;a  Si,p~:  rr,,"" 

I.  ^';f'«"™™-    Mr.  SpMk„,  I  do  not  thi.k  ik,.  11 

who  1...  .i™,d, .ddr„.i  ,h.  nr..  „p"h'j;£S.  "i 
SrjLm.X2£'or;.^diAd 

hiils  of  Ireland  just  as  much  as  any  man  in  this  Hn„!e 

the  Tntlre  t'orthir-"'              *°  «  i^^rZU 

just  TZlf  e^tTuertrr  Va^ 

who    sits    in    this    House.    Now,    sfr^  I    rear^et  the 

The  hon  gentleman  who  has  just  sit  down  ha,  told  us  tha 
the  Irishmen  of  this  House  and  the  Irishmen  of  f  hn  q  Jof 

w  s  p  eaenry^lf  r  .4^^  Senate 
"aspioseni.    Weil,  bir  I  claim  to  be  an  Irishman  nnrt  T 

was  not  there;  I  heard  nothing  of  the  meet  ng  and  I  do 

?^       I  ^""l-l  "ke  to  know  if  thf  hon 
leader  of  the  Opposition  heard  anything  of  it  ? 
Ml-.  BLAKE.  No. 
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SefatoS^^^^^-      ^P'''^^  Catholic  members  an  I 

Mr.  BLAKE.    It  is  a  Catholic  question,  is  it  ? 

a  G^i  St  of  if'    "  ^"-^      '^y-g -"^-^e 

ez^e'dm"^^^^'^'^-  -^T  '°''y  ^on.  gentleman  is  so 
to  know?t^th?"°T'?"''''"'  °°  I  would  hke 

car,.?r "'''■ried  in  this  House  in  1882  was 


Ws'ri;H'?nJ°  "^""^Jf  Catholic  and  Protestant  mem- 
bers  d  d  not  support  that  resolution.  Mr.  Parnell  is  not  a 
Catholic,  and  why  should  the  hon.  gentleman  narrow  the 
and   C  'T?  '°  ^0  douVhe  wantedTo  feel! 

and  find  out  quietly  what  would  be  the  Drosnect 
of  carrying  this  resolution  by  hon.  gentlemen  ODDoSte 

rhe  alsln^°"'^'%^'^P°''*''='^'  oT  introd 

the  question;  and,  after  considering  that,  he  nrobahlv 
decided  in  his  own  mind  that  it  would  be  better  sir^n  v 
to  have  the  Minister  of  Inland  ilevenue  send  a  desp^Foh 
across  the  Atlantic  on  behalf  of  the  Irishmen  of  Canada  T 
cannot  understand  why  he  should  claim  the  righUo  send 
such  a  despatch  on  behalf  of  the  Irishmen  of  cLada  It 
any  rate,  they  thought  it  proper  to  jilt  the  matter  in  thtt 
way;  and  now,  when  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition 
alter  two  months  for  them  to  move,  has  brought'^forward 
the  question,  they  find  that  the  wind  has  been  takerout 
of  their  sails,  and  they  anxiously  ask  themselves-  What 
course  can  we  take;  it  \ill  never  d^'  to  go 
to  the  country  with  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
introducing  a  resolution  for  HomeEule  for  Ii  elan^  wiH 
never  do  to  allow  him  to  carry  away  the  laurels -  we  mus 
Z-/  .  u"*"""'  '°  ^"""^  w'^y  ^I"!™  the  glory  and  poDU- 
f  if  ?  '"''^  "  resolution.    And  in  order'^to 

fnnw„  H  f-^  °f  1°'""*'  bas  brought 

tL  th«f ' ^«  ''""Id  tako  the  resolu 
tion  that  has  been  presented  by^  the  hon  leader  of  the 
Opposition  and  the  amendment  that  has  been  presented  bv 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Inland  Eevenue  and  plao^  those  two 

the   h^H'         Jr^'  J""""^'  °f  &'adstone    and  Z 

the  hands  of  Mr.  Parnell,  I  venture  to  say  that 
their  decision  would  be,  let  us  have  the  refolu  ion 
of  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition.  That  °s 
n«L""'!.  r''P°«''-  ^ty,   in   addressing  Mi^ 

t^'l^^r  ^'""^  ^  resolution  of  this  House^would 

atZfin ^^'^  earnestly  toTve 

attention  to  the  question  ?  No  ;  what  he  wants  is  a  rel  u 
tion  asking  the  Queen  and  Crown  of  England  to  lend  aiJ 
and  encouragement  to  him  in  the  tremendous  struff^le  he 
has  undertaken.     We  have  had  a  little  experiencein  this 

thTef?  ^-'"^  "S""";*  *°  °f  Eule  and  are 

therefore  in  a  position  to  speak  with  some  authority  on  that 
subject.  We  know  the  differences  that  existed  among  our 
Provinces  before  Confederation  ;  we  can  well  remember 
he  old  polit  cal  struggles  that  iook  place,  wbe^  one  Pro- 
vinoe  was  set  against  the  other,  and  we  are  all  glad  to  think 
that  the  days  of  those  unfortunate  differences  arlpast,  owing 
ttn  t-^  t°  Confederation  We  are  therefore  in  a  bett;r  posf- 
ion  to  offer  advice  to  the  Crown  than  any  other  portion  of 

we  should  sympathise  with  the  efforts  made  in  their  behalf 
the  T  'y^r^^        encouragement  by  petitioning 

the  Crown  to  yield  to  those  efforts.  There  is  another  point 
vl»J  L  i  wish  to  ball  your  attention.  For  man; 
yeais  we  have  been  spending  large  sums  in  tryine  to 
of"tfe  ZrTl^r''  i^rS''^"         other  p^ortfon: 

Tin/fn  r^-Mr,-*"  ^^'0°*  °'^«'««8ly  sacrificed, 

owing  to  the  Ill-feeling  that  6.xisted  in  the  minds  of  the  Irish 

KndXV'^TR*"  B:'"^'^-'-  1  believe  if  years  ago 
Ireland  had  got  Home  Rule,  we  would  to  day  have  more 
Irishmen  living  in  Canada,  which  would  bo  a  decided  ad"an 
tage  to  us^  Any  man  who  will  travel  through  Ireland  as 
I  have  and  witnessed  the  evidence  of  ancient  grea  ness  on 
thi7h  „r'*H'°^'^'  unfortunate  condition  of  thfngs  to  day 
nast  llnH     °"*-n°  ^°  evidences  o^f 

rlfteS   ffl'T   ""T  T^f^^ion  that  something 

18  wanted.  He  will  easily  see  that  Ireland  has  not  been  pr^ 
gressing  and  that  there  is  evident  necessity,  and  the  evi- 
tZ::Lrn=l  shou.  Jbe  grantdl; 


10  Know  It  the  resolution  carried  in  this  House  in  18S9  *u  °  necessity  that  something  should  be  eranted  n 
carried  only  by  the  votes  of  Irish1^^tho°"c  members    1 '  be^hr^'  ^"'^'^  *°  every  hand  and  o 

■  Mr.  CuBRANi  members.   X  be  heard  m  the  expressions  of  the  people,  giving  yent  to  the 
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almost  uDanimouB  deRire  for  some  change  of  that  kind.  If 
Ireland  got  Home  Rale,  she  would  use  it  cautiously  and 
carefully,  knowing  that  the  eyes  of  the  world  would  be 
turned  upon  her  to  see  whether  she  would  really  use  the 
privilege  granted  to  her  with  prudence  and  care.  I  helieve 
the  Oatholrc  majority  would  deal  out  to  the  Protestant 
minority  an  ample  share  of  free  treatment,  and  that  the 
latter  would  not  suffer  in  the  slightest.  I  shall  never 
believe  anything  else  until  I  see  the  measure  of  Home 
Eule  proposed  by  Mr.  Gladstone  put  in  operation,  and  see 
It  tail,  which  latter  event,  at  present,  1  do  not  think  at  all 
probable.  I  believe  it  is  the  incumbent  duty  of  this  House 
to  express  our  opinion  on  this  question,  and  not  to  present 
our  resolution  in  the  emasculated  style  proposed  by  the 
Minister  of  Inland  Revenue.  The  hon.  gentleman  who 
last  spoke  appeared  to  challenge  the  sincerity  of  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition.  I  cannot  understand  why  the  hon 
gentleman  should  challenge  his  sincerity.  I  think  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  has  given  ample  evidence  of  his 
sincerity,  first,  by  introducing  the  resolution  in  a  broad  and 
comprehensive  style,  and,  second,  by  the  very  admirable 
speech  which  he  delivered  on  that  occasion.  Is  there  a 
gentleman  in  this  House  who  sympathises  with  the  Irish 
movement,  who  could  t^ke  exception  to  a  single  word  in 
that  speech?  Did  not  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  try  to 
impress  on  the  House  the  absolute  necessity  that  its  expres- 
sion of  opinion  should  be  unanimous,  not  as  a  party  question, 
but  as  an  expression  of  Canadian  public  sentiment,  with  the 
object  of  strengthening  Mr.  Gladstone's  hands  by  securing  to 
him  the  prestige  which  would  ariie  from  our  action  and  our 
experience  in  the  mater  of  Home  Rule.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman also  stated  that  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  had  in- 
troduced the  measure  on  his  own  responsibility,  without  con- 
sulting anybody  in  the  House.  That  is  not  true.  As  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  I  can  speak  as  an  Irishman,  and  I  believe 
he  did  not  confine  his  views  to  the  Irishmen  in  the  House 
or  the  Catholic  Irishmen  on  this  side  as  did  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman. The  hon.  gentleman  said  he  confulted  the  Catho- 
lics of  the  House  and  the  Catholics  of  the  Senate,  but  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  did  not  confine  his  opinions  to 
Catholics  or  Protestants.  He  is  not  accustomed  to  proceed 
in  that  way,  and  before  the  hon.  gentleman  should  under- 
take to  say  that  the  leader  of  Opposition  consulted  nob  idy, 
he  should  have  taken  the  trouble  to  enquire  a  little  into  the 
facts.  Probably  he  thought  that  the  leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition proceeded  in  the  way  the  hon.  gentleman  did  himself. 
The  hon.  gentleman  also  spoke  with  regard  to  the  attitude 
of  the  Qhbe  and  Mail.  Well  any  person  who  is  in  the  habit 
of  reading  the  &kibe  can  come  to  no  other  conclusion  than 
that  the  GloBe  is  a  consistent  advocate  of  Homo  Rule.  Its 
course  on  that  question  has  been  advocated  in  that  bold  and 
liberal  spirit  which  that  newspaper  agitates  every  question 
It  takes  in  hand.  But  what  has  been  the  course  of  the 
MaiU  The  ifajj  played  shy  for  a  long  time.  It  followed 
the  course  which  is  usually  followed  by  the  leader  of  the 
Government  in  an  important  question.  It  wanted,  first,  to  see 
how  the  wind  would  blow,  to  see  what  course  would  be  taken 
by  its  leaders,  and  after  hesitating  along  time,  it  mustered 
courage  enough  to  come  out  and  express  opposition  to 
Home  Rule.  Irishmen  have  not  much  to  thank  the  Mail 
for.  They  will  be  able  to  see  through  the  course  taken 
by  the  Mail  and  by  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  I  do 
not  believe  they  will  be  a  party  to  this  scheme  of  blinding 
the  eyes  of  those  who  sympathise  with  Home  Rule  and 
hoodwinking  the  Irish  population.  The  people  will  see 
through  this  thin  garment  of  hypocrisy,  and  give  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  credit  for  his  sincerity,  notwith- 
standing the  efforts  made  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
to  decry  and  distort  his  motives.  I  am  exceedingly 
sorry  to  see  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  should  play 
dog-iQ-the-manger  in  the  way  they  are  attempting  to  do, 
simply  beouuse  they  are  not  honored  with  having  intro- 


duced the  resolution,  because  they  lost  their  opportunity 
Ihey  waited  day  after  day  and  week  after  week,  they  felt 
the  pulse  of  the  outside  press,  and  no  doubt  they  consulted 
their  political  leader.  They  studied  the  question,  they 
were  approached  by  Irishmen  in  the  city  of  Ottawa  and  no 
doubt  from  elpcwbere,  they  were  written  to,  they  were 
advised,  they  were  encouraged,  they  were  urged,  they 
were  pressed  to  bring  in  this  resolution,  but  all  the  pres- 
sure and  all  the  encouragement  they  got  failed  to  have  the 
desired  effect.  Then,  when  the  resolution  is  introduced 
they  begin  to  see  that  they  have  lost  a  grand  opportunity 
they  have  thrown  away  their  changes,  they  have  sacrificed 
the  opportunity  of  making  themselves  popular,  and,  in 
order,  if  possible,  to  turn  the  tide  of  venom  and 
lU-feehng  and  contempt  which  they  naturally  deserve 
from  the  Irishmen  outside  of  this  House  whom 
they  claim  to  represent  and  to  lead,  they  want  now 
to  kick  up  a  little  dust  and  try  if  they  can  get  an 
amendment  introduced,  try  to  get  some  little  change  made 
and  try  to  persuade  the  people  :  "  Hid  we  not  do  the  busi- 
ness after  all ;  it  was  not  Mr.  Blake  at  all,  it  was  we."  Do 
you  not  see  what  has  pinched  the  Minister  of  Inland 
Revenue?  Ijook  at  the  devoted  utterances  that  hon. 
gentleman  used  on  that  occasion.  Read  the  utterances  of 
the  member  for  Montreal  (Mr.  Ourran;  on  that  occasion. 
Could  anyone  soeak  in  a  more  patriotic  and  glowing  style 
on  the  advantages  of  Home  Rule  in  Ireland  ?  Tes,  they 
tried  it  in  that  shape,  and  co  doubt  they  will  try  some  more 
of  the  same  kind.  I  suppose  we  shall  have  an  address  from 
others  oo  that  side  of  the  House  on  this  subject.  No  doubt 
the  member  for  Montreal  and  the  Minister  of  Inland 
Revenue  will  not  be  allowed  to  stand  alone.  No  doubt  the 
Pirst  Minister  will  address  the  House.  We  expect  him  to. 
No  doubt  we  shall  hear  from  the  Minister  of  Customs,  he  is 
an  Irishman. 

Mr.  BOWELL.    Tou  are  wrong. 

Mr.  Mc MULLEN.  We  also  expect  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Simcoe  (Mr.  McOai-thy)  to  speak.  Surely  he  is 
going  to  say  a  word  on  this  question. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Yes. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN.  Aod  the  hon.  member  for  Hastings 
(Mr.  White;,  surely  we  will  have  a  word  from  him  on  this 
question. 

Mr.  WHITS  (Hastings).   I  am  opposed  to  it. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN.  All  these  men  will  rise,  and  they 
will  deplore  the  nnfortun.ite  spirit  that  actuated  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  in  introducing  a  question  of  this  kind 
without  consulting  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  It  was  a  sad 
thing,  and  on  him  must  rest  the  responsibility  of  the  defeat, 
if  it  is  defeated .  They  are  sorry  ho  has  placed  it  in  the 
uufortuuate  position  in  which  it  is  placed  before  the  House, 
aod  that  they  have  been  compelled  to  take  the  stand  they 
have,  and  it  is  only  in  the  interest  of  Home  Rale 
they  are  doing  it.  If  it  were  not  that  they  jre  so  devoted 
to  the  cause  of  Home  Rule  and  to  the  cause  of  Ireland, 
they  would  sacrifice  a  little  to  meet  the  views  of 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  but  they  are  so  devoted  to 
that  cause  that  they  dare  not  allow  this  resolution  to  pass, 
they  must  amend  it  in  some  way,  it  is  so  cruel  th%t  it  is 
plnced  in  such  a  position,  they  feel  that  the  Queen  would 
not  be  honored  to  receive  an  address  based  upon  such  a  reso- 
lution without  passing  their  glossy  hands  over  it  and  put- 
ting it  in  proper  shape.  No  doubt  we  shall  hear  a  good 
deal  in  regard  to  that,  and  a  great  many  expressions  of 
regret  that  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  did  not 
take  time.  He  did  it  too  hurriedly,  he  got  it  up  too  quickly, 
it  is  badly  worded,  it  is  a  pity  it  is  presented  in  that  shape, 
and  a  great  many  other  faults  of  that  kind  will  be  found, 
and  they  will  try  to  show  that  it  is  a  deplorable  thing  that 
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he  should  have  permitted  himself  to  he  driven  to  bring  in 
this  resolution  without  consulting  gentlemen  opposite  and 
getting  them  to  put  it  in  decent  shape  so  that  it  might  look 
creditable.  I  deplore  the  spirit  that  has  been  evinced  by 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  in  connection  with  this  question. 
If  they  had  accepted  the  action  of  the  hon,  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  in  the  spirit  in  which  it  was  tendered,  I  believe 
this  question  might  have  passed  this  House  unanimously,  and 
they  would  have  had  just  as  much  credit  by  taking  that 
course  as  they  will  have  now  by  the  course  they  have 
adopted,  just  as  much  credit  by  casting  in  their  lot  unani- 
mously with  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  as  by 
attempting  in  this  cheese-paring  kind  of  style  to  interfere 
and  to  dabble  with  the  resolution,  and  to  try  to  cut  and 
carve  it  so  that,  when  they  go  to  the  country  in  a  few 
months,  they  will  say :  "  Why,  it  was  we,  after  all  that  pre- 
pared that  resolution  ;  had  we  permitted  it  to  go  home  in 
the  shape  in  which  it  was  prepared  by  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  it  would  have  Been  deplorable,  it  would  not 
have  suited  Mr.  Gladstone,  Mr.  Parnell  would  have  been 
horrified,  the  country  would  have  risen,  and  said,  are  there 
no  men  in  Canada  able  to  prepare  something  decent  to  send 
to  the  Queen  instead  of  sending  a  home  resolution  in  this 
style  in  place  of  something  like  the  production  of  a  man  of 
brains  and  sense."  But,  no  matter  how  they  may  talk,  they 
have  got  into  an  unfortunate  dilemma,  and  they  will  try  to 
struggle  out  of  it  as  best  they  can.  They  will  all  try  to 
show  willingness.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue 
has  given  the  cue,  and  according  to  that  they  will 
all  preach  and  prattle  the  doctrine  he  has  laid 
down  as  to  the  desirability  of  sending  an  address 
merely  to  Mr.  Gladstone  and  not  to  the  Queen.  I  am  rather 
disposed  to  think  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  notwith- 
standing all  their  vaunted  loyalty  as  Conservatives,  are  dis- 
posed to  ignore  the  Queen  in  this  question.  They  do  not 
seem  to  be  disposed  to  acknowledge  the  Queen.  The  idea 
of  men  led  by  the  First  Minister  daring  to  petition  the  First 
Minister  of  England  on  a  matter  of  this  kind  without  send- 
ing it  to  the  Queen  I  I  am  surprised.  A  knight,  a  man 
honored  by  the  Queen,  several  of  his  colleagues  honored  by 
the  Queen,  to  think  that  they  would  send  it  to  the  First 
Minister  instead  of  the  Queen,  Instead  of  to  the  Crown  I 
Surely  the  First  Minister  has  not  had  the  concocting  of 
this  matter.  Surely  he  has  not  been  consulted.  Surely 
he  would  not  propose  to  ignore  the  Queen,  He  is  dis- 
posed to  express  a  great  deal  of  loyalty,  and,  when- 
ever any  question  comes  up  on  which  the  Queen  might 
be  approached  or  the  Government  of  England,  he  displays 
a  great  deal  of  loyalty  and  respect  for  the  Crown  and  the 
Queen.  We  all  do,  and  I  am  sorry  that  hon.  gentlemen  are 
disposed  to  reflect  upon  J  ler  Majesty  the  Queen  in  connection 
with  this  question.  If  wo  petition  at  all,  is  not  the  Queen  the 
proper  party  to  address  ?  Certainly  she  is.  If  any  other 
colonies  of  the  Empire  were  to  address  a  resolution  to  this 
House  on  a  question  of  vital  importance  to  this  Dominion 
of  ours,  and  that  petition  was  sent  to  the  First  Minister  of 
this  House  instead  of  to  the  Governor  General  in  Council,  I 
am  sure  hon,  gentlemen  opposite  would  say  it  was  a  very 
strange  proceeding  for  these  men  to  take,  to  address  the 
First  Minister ;  did  they  not  know  that  we  had  a  Governor 
General,  a  representative  of  ttie  Qaeen  ?  Why  did  they 
not  address  the  petition  to  the  representative  of  the  Q'leen 
in  the  country  ?  And  they  would  stand  up  and  hold 
up  their  hands  in  holy  horror,  to  think  we  should 
dare  to  receive  a  petition  of  that  kind,  I  am  sur- 
prised, with  all  their  boasted  loyalty  and  boasted 
admiration  for  our  Queen — and  we  have  a  noble 
Queen — that  they  should  talk  in  this  way,  I  think 
it  would  be  a  great  pity  to  ignore  her  right  to  be 
approached  on  this  occasion.  They  may  claim  that  the 
answer  we  got  before  was  not  an  answer  such  as  we  would 
like  to  get,  but  there  has  been  a  great  deal  of  change  in  the 
Mr.  MolIuLLBN. 


feeling  in  Ireland  and  England  on  this  question  since  that 
petition  was  sent  home.  The  people  of  England  have  been 
dealing  with  that  question;  they  have  had  a  general  elec- 
tion ;  that  question  has  been  one  of  the  vital  questions  at 
that  general  election,  and  is  now  th3  question  of  paramount 
importance  in  England.  I  say,  when  that  is  the  case,  we 
have  a  perfect  right,  as  a  humble  colony  claiming  loyalty 
to  our  Queen,  and  having  had  the  experience  we  have,  to 
offer  our  views  humbly  and  courteously  on  this  question. 
We  have  a  right  to  exercise  that  right,  and  if  we 
fail  to  do  that,  we  are  not  doing  justice  to  those 
who  are  in  jeopardy,  and  who  are  trying  to  secure 
for  themselves  that  measure  of  representation  and 
self-government  that  we  so  much  glory  in  ourselves. 
We  boast  of  our  system  of  home  rule  in  Canada,  and  I 
believe  it  would  have  been  a  greater  success  than  it  has 
been  if  the  Dominion  had  been  presided  over  by  men  less 
disposed  to  dabble  with  questions  that  legitimately  belong 
to  the  separate  Provinces,  and  allowing  them  to  exercise 
their  home  rule  without  interference.  I  hope  that  we  shall 
have  a  general  expression  of  opinion  on  this  subject.  For 
my  part  I  have  no  hesitation  in  expressing  myself  cordially 
in  unison  with  the  view  of  my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition.  I  believe  that  is  the)  proper  view.  I  believe 
the  Irishmen  of  this  country,  if  the  question  were  submitted 
to  them  by  counties,  would  endorse  the  view,  expressed  by 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  I  believe  that  is  the  view 
that  will  be  most  likely  to  assist  Mr.  Gladstone  in  his  strug- 
gles on  behalf  of  Home  Rule.  I  think  we  should  not  allow 
these  little  bickerings  to  enter  this  discussion ;  I  believe 
politics  should  have  been  banished  from  it,  I  am  sure  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  was  anxious  that  all  political 
feeling  should  be  set  aside,  and  that  we  should  all 
approach  it  in  a  spirit  of  anxious  desire  to  assist  Mr, 
Gladstone  in  the  effort  he  is  making.  But  hon.  gentle- 
men opposite  have  chosen  to  take  another  course.  Oh, 
politics  is  a  terrible  thing,  A  man  cannot  possibly 
introduce  any  question  from  this  side  of  the  House  > but 
he  must  be  charged  with  a  desire  of  making  political  capital. 
The  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  is  charged  with  having 
some  sinister  design  in  view,  with  trying  to  strengthen  the 
hands  of  his  followers.  Well,  I  am  sure  he  did  not  s^eal  a 
march  on  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  If  he  had  introduced 
it  in  the  very  beginning  of  the  Session,  without  allowing 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  an  opportunity  of  acting,  then  he 
might  fairly  be  charged  with  having  stolen  a  march  upon 
them.  Did  he  do  that  ?  No,  he  has  waited  till  the  ninth 
week  of  this  Session.  He  has  given  the  hon.  gentleman  for 
Montreal  (Mr.  Curran)  and  his  associates  ample  time  to 
have  moved.  They  have  had  eight  or  nine  weeks  to 
prepare  their  resolution,  to  consult  their  chief  and  his 
co-Ministers— they  have  waited  all  this  time  without  taking 
any  action.  Still  they  have  not  moved.  There  must  have 
been  some  secret  cause  at  the  bottom,  and  they  did  not 
think  it  worth  while  to  move,  but  all  at  once  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  introduced  his  motion,  and  then  they  arose 
in  their  might  and  felt  it  their  duty  to  express  their  earnest 
desire  that  something  of  a  different  kind  should  be  intro- 
duced and  carried  through.  They  then  became  alive,  they 
shook  off  the  shackles  of  laziness  and  rose  up.  Then  they 
were  ready  to  act,  but  they  were  never'  ready  to  act 
before,  I  suppose  if  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  had 
not  acted,  the  probabilities  are  4hat  you,  Mr,  Speaker, 
would  have  left  the  Chair  for  the  last  time 
and  the  Governor  General  would  have  given  his  assent  to 
every  Act  we  have  passed  here,  before  they  would  have 
acted;  and  if  we  had  done  that  the  probabilities  are  that 
they  would  have  gone  to  the  country  and  said  :  Well,  we 
were  afraid  to  move  on  that  question,  we  were  afraid  of  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  we  did  not  know  what  course  he 
would  take,  we  were  afraid  of  these  fellows  that  were  follow- 
ing him,  and  we  began  to  think  they  were  not  going  to 
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support  UB,  and  we  feared  we  could  not  carry  a  resolution 
through.  But  we  have  got  the  Minister  of  Inland  Eevenue 
the  most  prominent  Irish  member  in  this  House  to  cable 
home  a  despatch  urging  and  encouraging  Mr.  Parnell  in  his 
noble  undertaking.  We  did  all  we  could  do,  all  that  we  pos- 
sibly dared  to  risk,  in  order  to  promote  the  cause  of  Home 
Eule.  But  now  they  have  an  opportunity  of  joining 
hands  across  the  floors  of  the  House  in  the  interests 
of  a  country  that  has  been  admittedly  sulfering. 
There  is  not  a  man  in  this  House  who  will  deny 
that  poor,  unfortunate  Ireland  has  suffered  for  years 
for  the  want  of  that  measure  of  Home  Rale  that  we 
believe  would  be  pleasant  to  her.  They  attack  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  there  are  some  men  of  Irish  parentage  who  have  been 
so  neglectful  of  the  honor  they  owe  to  their  parent  land, 
that  in  the  moment  of  her  struggles,  and  of  Mr.  Gladstone's 
efforts  in  her  behalf,  they  have  stood,  while  clothed  with 
the  honor  of  being  representatives  in  this  House,  clothed 
with  the  privilege  of  discharging  the  duty  of  representative 
of  odnstituencies  that,  in  many  cases,  have  a  large  number 
of  Irishmen — they  have  stood  still  for  nine  weeks  without 
offering  one  word  of  encouragement  to  the  leaders  of  the 
Home  Eule  movemenfrjiOr  presenting  any  resolution  in  order 
to  back  up  Mr.  Gladstone  in  the  enormous  task  he  has 
undertaken.' 

It  being  six  o'clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 
After  Eecess. 

Mr.  MoMULLBN'.  When  the  House  rose,  I  was  endeav- 
oring to  present  some  ideas  with  reference  to  whjt  I  con- 
ceived to  be  the  duty  of  the  representatives  in  this  House 
on  this  important  question.  I  endeavored  to  show  what  I 
conceived  to  be  the  reasons  why  the  Government  had  chosen 
to  take  the  coarse  they  have  taken  in  interfering  with  the 
resolution  that  has  been  presented  by  the  leader  on  this  side 
of  the  House.  1  am  sorry  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
have  not  seen  it  to  be  their  duty  to  go  further  in  meeting 
the  views  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  than  by  moving 
ai  amnndraent  simply  to  confirm  the  resolution  we  adopted 
in  1882.  I  contend  we  onght  to  be  in  a  position  to  go 
further  than  that.  We  have  had  the  experience  of  four 
years.  We  have  seen  the  unfortunate  results  of  the  dis- 
turbances that  have  existed  in  Ireland  ;  we  have  read  from 
year  to  year  the  unfortunate  occurrences  that  have  take  place 
there.  I  am  sure  we  must  be  convinced  that  there  must  be 
some  necessity  for  a  change  in  the  system  of  Government, 
that  would  remove  those  unfortunate  circumstances  that  have 
been  so  plainly  brought  before  us,  and  that  the  House  should 
not  say  that  after  all  the  experiences  we  have  had,  after  all 
the  experiences  we  have  had  ourselves  as  a  confederacy, 
we  are  not  in  a  position  to  go  farther  and 
simply  confirm  what  we  did  in  1882.  We  have  had  our- 
selves four  years  more  experience.  We  enjoy  a  measure  of 
home  rale,  which  has  been  a  real  advantage.  It  is  con- 
ceded by  each  of  the  Provinces,  notwithstanding  unfortun- 
ate interferences  that  have  taken  place  between  the  Domin- 
ion Government  and  the  Provinces  from  time  to  time,  that 
our  condition  is  better  than  it  was  prior  to  Confederation . 
Well,  then,  after  having  those  experiences,  and  after  having 
seen  what  we  have  seen  in  regard  to  Ireland,  are  we  not  in 
a  position  to  go  further  than  to  re-affirm  what  we  did  in 
1882.  I  think  we  ought  to  be  able  to  go  further,  and  we 
are.  not  discharging  our  duty  as  fellow-subjects  with  the 
people  of  Ireland  if  we  are  not  prepared  to  do  so.  I  would 
ask  if  the  statesmen  of  England  are  not  holding  different 
opinions  to-day  to  what  they  did  in  1882.  Are  not  the 
public  men  wh,o  were  hostile  to  Home  Rule  then,  who  char- 
acterised it  as  breaking  up  the  empire  and  even  worse, 
admitting  that  some  ohaoge  is  necessary  ?  Is  Mr,  Gladstone 


of  the  same  mind  to  day  as  he  was  four  years  ago  ?  He  is  not. 
He  has  come  to  the  oonclasion  that  the  change  is  necessary, 
I  We  have  been  eye-witnesses  of  those  experiences  in  Ireland, 
I  and  if  we  are  not  in  a  position  to  go  farther  than  simply 
I  confirm  what  we  did  in  1883  we  have  not  been  sensible 
of  the  incidents  that  have  transpired  in  the  meantime 
and  not  been  faithful  obwrvers  of  what  has  passed  for 
years.  I  contend  that  we  should  go  farther  than  the  reso- 
lution itself.  If  the  amendment  had  added  force  to  the 
resolution  it  should  have  been  seriously  considered.  I  must 
again  express  regret  that  the  qne.stion  has  not  been  ap- 
proached in  a  spirit  of  liberality  and  fairness  by  hon.  gen- 
tlemen opposite.  I  am  sorry  to  think  that  little  political 
bitternesses  should  influence  members  on  this  great  question 
and  should  interfere  with  the  decision  of  this  House  with 
respect  to  it.  Simply  because  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
think  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  might  make  a  little 
capital  out  of  this  question,  they  interfere  and  actually  risk 
the  chance  of  reaching  a  conclusion  on  it  such  as  would  be 
satisfactory  to  our  friends  on  the  other  side  of  the  water 
and  such  as  would  in  some  measure  strengthen  the  hand-)  of 
Mr.  Gladstone.  I  hope,  whatever  bitterness  may  have 
characterised  the  discussions  so  far,  we  will  abandon  those 
little  political  bickerings  and  deal  with  the  question  fairly, 
and  let  us  get  over  the  matter  with  that  measure  of  credit 
to  ourselves  which  wo  should  like  to  claim.  We  may  con- 
tend about  little  political  questions,  but  when  a  subject  of 
this  kind  affecting  a  portion  of  the  Empire  is  brought  for- 
ward we  should  be  able  to  bury  our  political  differences 
and  deal  with  it  in  a  spirit  of  generosity,  kindness  and 
British  fair  play.  Holding  that  feeling;  and  being  dcirous 
as  an  Irishman  to  do  everything  in  my  power  to  aiJ  the 
efforts  being  put  forth  by  Mr.  Gladstone  in  favor  of  Home 
Eule,  I  beg  to  move  in  amendment  to  the  amendment : 

To  leave  out  all  the  worda  in  the  ameudmeut  after  "  that "  and  insert 
the  following  words  in  addition  thereto,  after  the  word  "  adhesion  "  ; 

"  And  that  this  Houge  is  coafirmed  and  strenfrthened  by  the  events 
which  have  occurred  since  the  passage  of  the  said  address  in  its  convic- 
tions that  the  trne  interests  both  of  Ireland  and  the  rest  of  the  Empire 
■will  be  served  in  the  highest  degree  by  the  granting  of  Home  Rule  to 
Ireland." 

Mr.  BUENS.  I  am  afraid,  notwithstanding  all  the  pro- 
fessions made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken 
his  seat,  that  his  actions  are  not  entirely  uninfluenced  by 
party  considerations.  The  whole  tenor  and  temper  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  gentleman  could  only  leave  the  impres- 
sion on  one's  mind  that  political  considerations  were  largely 
at  the  bottom  of  his  action  and  statements.  I  shall  not  in 
any  way  try  to  disprove  what  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
stated.  When  he  said  he  was  actuated  by  the  desire  to  secure 
as  far  as  possible  the  passage  of  some  measure  which  would 
go  to  strengthen  the  hands  of  those  who  are  now  endeavor- 
ing to  strike  the  chains  from  off  the  feet  of  Ireland  ;  and 
while  giving  him  credit  for  being  influenced  by 
that  motive,  I  cannot  divest  myself  of  the  idea 
that  within  and  behind  that  there  are  also  political 
considerations.  The  observations  which  he  addressed  to 
the  House  can  leave  no  other  impression  on  my  mind,  and 
because  that  impression  is  on  my  mind,  I  must  so  express 
myself.  The  hon.  gentleman,  in  the  course  of  his  speech, 
has  charged  the  hon.  Minister  of  Inland  Eevenue  with  being 
derelict  in  his  duty  to  his  countryman  in  not  bringing  for- 
ward, for  the  consideration  of  the  House,  some  resolution  of 
this  kind.  It  comes  with  very  ill  grace  from  the  hon. 
gentleman,  or  from  any  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House,  to 
charge  the  hon.  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  with  being  now 
or  ever  having  been  derelict  in  his  duty  to  his  countryman. 
The  record  of  that  hon.  gentleman,  as  an  Irishman,  stands 
to-day  as  high  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada  as  that  of  any 
Irishman,  or  any  man  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  In  the 
Province  to  which  he  belongs,  no  name  carries  with  it  greater 
weight  than  the  name  of  John  Costigan,  the  Minister  of 
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Inland  Eevenue  He  has  from  time  to  time  proved  his 
devotednete  to  hiB  countrymen  on  every  oeoaeion  which 
presented  itseK,  he  was  not  slow  in  advocating  their  interest 
when  attacked.  In  1882,  in  the  face  of  opposition  from  his 
own  partj,  he  introdaced  into  this  House  a  series  of  resolu- 
tions which  were  carried  unanimously,  or  almost  unani- 
mously What  has  the  hon.  gentleman  to  gain  by  the 
introduction  of  those  resolutions?  No  political  advantage 
for  himself;  he  never  sought  for  any  political  advantage  — 
Some  hon.  MEMBBRS.   No,  no. 


Mr.  BURNS.    No.  he  never  did.    If  ho  had  sought  for 
political  advantages  for  himsalf  these  advantages  might 
have  accrued  to  him  long  before  that.    He  was  fotuated,  I 
am  sure  by  the  sole  desire  of  serving  in  someway  the 
country  he  claimed  aR  his  owu,  though  he  was  not  a  native 
of  It    Prior  to  188^  it  can  be  said  of  him  that  he  proved 
his  devot^dness  to  his  countrymen,  to  their  interests— their 
religious  m-erests  e.-pecially— on  erery  occa.sion  when  they 
were  attacked.    Then,  I  say,  it  oom.s  with  a  very  poor 
grace  trom  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  to 
charge  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  with  having  in  any 
way  deserted  his  country,  or  the  cause  of  his  country.  The 
facts  are  as  stated  by  the  Minister,  that  it  was  suggested  to 
him  that  resolutions  of  this  kind  should  be  introduced  but 
after  consultation  with  those  with  whom  he  was  associated 
with  his  countrymen  if  you  will,  it  wasdeemed  inexpedient 
or  unnecessary  rather,  that  resolutions  of  this  nature  should 
be  introduced,  and  why  ?    Because  in  1882  the  Parliament 
ot  Canada  had  passed  resolutions,  and  we  know  the  treatment 
those  resolutions  received.    We  know  the  reply  which  was 
givpn  to  the  resolutions  ;  and  therefore,  in  face  of  that  fact 
It  was  deemed  unnecessary  now,  wilh  that  record  of  the 
opinion  of  the  Canadian  Parliamentstanding  before  the  fmpe- 
rial  trove:  nment,  to  re-introdnee  similar  resolutions    [t  svas 
because  ot  the  conclusion  arrived  at  that  the  hon.  minister 
deerat-dit  unnecessary,  [siy.to  take  action  in  the  matter.  Was 
the  action  of  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  a  spontaneous 
action  t    He  said  in  his  speech  that  he  had  waited  until  the 
last  moment,  waited  to  hear  from  his  side  of  the  House 
One  would  be  led  to  infer  from  that  statement  that  the 
action  of  the  hon.  gentleman  was  not  a  spontaneons  one  I 
would  ask  was  it  not  after  that  hon.  gentl  man  had  been 
waited  upon  and  asked  to  move  those  resolutions,  that  thev 
were  introduced.  Was  the  action  one  of  his  own  motion  ?  I 
leave  the  question  to  him  to  answer.    At  all  events  current 
rumor  has  it  that  he  did  not  move  until  he  was  moved  and 
we  know  that  as  the  leader  of  a  party,  a  great  party  if  you 
will,  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  he  was  very  likely  to  be 
influenced  by  political  considerations,  and  he  thought  his 
political  interest  and  the  interest  of  his  party  could  be 
served  by  bringing  forward  theie  resolutions,  in  order  that 
he  might  catch  the  Irish  vote  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 
Well  the  Irish  vote  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  is  not  so 
easily  caught  as  that.    The  Irish  voters  of  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  can  distinguish  grain  from  cbaflT;  they  know  who 
their  real  frierds  are,  and  are  able  to  discriminate  between 
those  who  are  their  real  friends  and  those  who  are 
not.    The  tact  stands   to-day  in   the   presence   of  the 
House,  and  it  is  a  fact,  that  not  one  Irish  Catholic  sits  in 
the  House  except  on  the  Conservative  side.    What  the 
electors  in  188i  did-that  is  the  Irish  Catholic  portion 
of  them— I  feel  satisfied  they  will  repeat  on  the  next  occa- 
sion that  piesents  itself,  and  therefore  the  efforts  and  labors 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  will  have  all  been  in  vain.    I  do  not 
wish  to  trouble  the  House  with  any  lengthy  remarks.  No 
one  feels  more  strongly  than  I  do  for  the  cause  of  Ireland, 
my  native  land.    No  one  feels  a  stronger  desire  to  see  her 
relieved  from  the  thraldom  in  which  she  has  been  enslaved. 
No  one  will  go  further  in  rendering  a  service  to  his  coun- 
try than  I  would,    t  have  before  my  consideration  to-night 
two  resolutions.    One  resolntion  means  the  sending  of  an 
Mi,  Burns. 


address  to  Her  Majesty,  referring  to  the  Irish  question,  and 
expresses  the  sentimentof  the  Canadian  Parliament  thereon, 
and  the  other  re-affirms  the  sentiments  contained  in  the 
resolutions  passed  in  1882.  I  consider  that  the  amendment 
moved  by  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  embodies  the 
Ideas  and  sentiments  and  feelings  of  the  great  miiwity  of 
the  Irishmen  of  this  Dominion,  and  becaMe  I  believe  so  I 
will  support  that  amendment. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.  It  seems,  Sir,  to  be  assumed  by  all  who 
have  yet  spoken  on  this  question,  that  this  House  is  unani- 
mous in  an  expression  of  an  opinion  in  favor  of  Home  Rule 
tor  Ireland,  as  embodied  in  the  Bill  brought  in  by  Mr  Glad- 
stone, or  in  some  similar  measure,  as  to  pass  in  favor  of  that 
question  by  unanimous  consout.  Now,  Sir,  I,  for  one  view 
with  the  very  gravest  apprehension  as  to  the  result,  not 
only  to  Ireland  and  the  best  interests  of  Ireland,  but  also  to 
the  limpire  at  large,  of  the  measure  introduced  by  Mr  Glad- 
stone, and  chiefly  for  this  reason,  that  I  do  not  believe  any 
measure,  which  is  the  mere  child  of  terror,  forjed  on  a  man 
contrary  to  his  convictions,  contrary  to  the  convictions  of 
his  own  party  and  the  nation  at  large,  is  likely  to  be 
attended  with  any  great  measure  of  success.  Now  before 
proceeding  further  with  that  view  of  the  question,  I  wish 
to  claim  the  attention  of  the  hon.  mover  of  the  first  resolu- 
tion,  and  I  congratulate  him  upon  this  fact,  that  whatever 
the  result  of  this  motion  may  be,  that  hon.  gentleman  has 
shown  that  he  has  found  one  more  point  upon  which  he  can 
stand  aLd  hold  his  party  together,  and  carry  them  with  him 
in  addition  to  the  policy  which  was  so  fully  developed 
the  night  before  last,  the  policy  of  slander.  On  that  occa- 
sion I  noticed,  whether  from  accident  or  design  he  left  the 
development  of  that  policy  to  his  able  lieutenants,  and  cer- 
tainly to  one  of  them  it  was  a  congenial  and  suitable  task. 
Ihe  hon.  gontleman  was  not  present  to  vote  on  that  occa- 
sion. I  can  hardly  suppose  it  was  the  result  of  design,  but 
at  any  rate.  It  had  a  singular  appearance,  when  a  propo- 
Bitioti  was  laid  before  this  House,  a  proposition  which  anv 
morabar  could  hardly,  in  the  abstract,  have  dissented  from 
that  he  was  not  present  to  take  part  in  the  discussion,  a 
discussion,  which,  like  everything  else  the  hon.  geatlomaa 
introduces,  has  succeeded  by  the  persoaalilies  with  which 
u  was  co'ineoteil  by  the  course  ot  the  debate  which  fol- 
lowed, landed  him,  as  it  always  will  land  that  hon.  gentle- 
man, so  long  as  he  pursucii  the  policy  

_  Mr.  BLAKE,  I  rise  to  order,  I  would  ask  whether  this 
IS  an  allusion  to  a  past  dobate. 

Mr.  DEPUTr  SPEAKER.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  out  of  order. 

Mr.  O'BRTBN.  Well,  then,  I  congratulate  the  hon. 
gentleman  upon  the  pojition  in  which  he  stands,  and  upon 
his  peculiar  sui  tability  for  the  position  that  he  has  taken  as 
the  mover  of  this  resolution.  1  hope  this  remark  may  not 
be  considered  out  of  order.  He  poses— 1  withdraw  that 
word,  because  it  implies  a  charge  of  insincerity;  but  that 
hon.  gentleman  stands  in  the  position,  among  laymen,  of  a 
declared  supporter  of  evangelical  protestantisin  in  Ontario; 
and  yet  he  comes  forward  as  the  champion  of  a  measure 
whi.h  oveiy  Protestant  in  Ireland  views  as  dangerous  and 
perilous  to  his  liberties. 

Some  hon.  MBVfBERS,  No. 


Mr.  O  BRIBN.  Before  I  am  done  I  will  bring  forward 
strong  evidence  on  that  point.  The  ion.  gentleman  I  say 
stands  in  a  peculiarly  happy  position  as  the  mover  of  this' 
rosolntnn.  It  might  be  supposed  that  as  a  great  lawyer  as 
a  man  whj  has  gained  his  eminence  in  this  country  by 'his 
practice  at  the  bar,  and  by  his  knowledge  of  constitutional 
law  which  IS  often  boasto.l  ot,  he  would  give  some  suonort 
to  a  measure  which  sots  all  law  at  defiance.  There  never 
was  a  system  of  coercion  in  Ireland  to  be  compared  with 
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the  terrorism  exercised  by  the  Tjand  League  since  Mr. 
Pirnell  was  placed  at  the  head  of  it;  and  it  is  somewhat 
singular  that  anyone  can  bo  fonud  to  support  a  body  whose 
recognised  agents  have  endeavored,  and  unfortumtely  too 
often  Rucc.  ssfally,  to  carry  out  their  measures  hy  the  vilest 
crimes  that  any  man  can  possibly  conceive  of.  tLon.  gentle- 
men will  remember  that  upon  this  day  four  years  ago,  two 
men  who  landed  in  Ireland  charged  with  a  message  of 
peace,  which,  if  there  had  been  time  given  to 
utter  it,  might  have  very  much  changed  the  posi- 
tion of  affairs,  but  which  they  were  not  allowed  to 
utter,  were  cut  off  by  assassination.  Now,  I  have  a  word 
to  say  to  the  hon.  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue.  That  hon. 
gentleman  has  spoken  throughout  this  debate  as  though  he 
alone  had  a  right  Xo  speak  on  behalf  of  the  Irish  members 
of  this  House.  I  should  like  to  have  that  hon.  gentleman's 
definition  of  what  an  Irish  member  is.  I  should  like  to 
know  who  are  the  Irish  members  of  this  House.  Are  they 
those  who,  like  himself,  are  of  the  Koman  Catholic  religion, 
and  are  also  supporters  of  Home  Rule  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  laboring  under 
a  misapprehenbion  as  to  the  position  I  assumed  in  speaking 
on  my  own  behalf  as  mover  of  the  Irish  resolution.  I  have 
assumed  that  position  in  face  of  the  unanimous  vote  given 
in  favor  of  that  resolution;  and,  as  1  stated  before,  I  do  not 
believe  that  position  is  binding  on  anyone  who  dissents 
from  the  resolution  which  was  then  adopted . 

Mr.  O'BRIEJ^.  I  accept  the  hon.  gentleman's  explana- 
tion so  far  as  it  goes  ;  but  I  desire  to  say  this,  that  I  utterly 
repudiate  the  idea  that  those  gentlemen  who  support  Mr. 
Parnell's  doctrines  as  to  what  is  best  for  the  Government 
of  Ireland,  can  be  said  to  represent  what  is  popularly  called 
the  Irish  people,  except  so  far  as  they  speak  for  their  own 
following  in  that  country.  I  want  that  hon.  gentleman  to 
understand— and  I  think  I  am  perfectly  justified  in  making 
the  remark — that  there  is  a  very  large  population  in  Ire- 
land who  have  no  sympathy  with  Mr.  Parnell's  doctrines 
or  his  movement,  and  who  do  not  recognise  him  in  any 
way  as  a  leader.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  gentleman 
whether  an  Ulster  Orangeman  or  a  Protestant  from  the 
weot  of  Ireland  has  not  just  as  much  right  to  speak  in  this 
House  on  behalf  of  that  portion  of  the  population  of  Ire- 
land who  are  opposed  to  the  principle  of  Home  Rale,  who 
look  upon  it  as  disastrous  and  perilous  to  their  best  inter- 
ests, as  anyone  who  believes  in  the  position  assumed  by 
Mr.  Parnell.  Now,  Sir,  I,  for  one,  occupy  precisely  the 
same  position  as  the  hon.  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue.  I 
am  the  descendant  of  an  Irish  family,  which  at  least  has 
borne  a  not  ignoble  part  in  the  history  of  that 
country;  and  I  say,  as  representing  that  class  of 
Irishmen,  that  I  protest  against  any  measure 
such  as  that  introduced  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  which  bristles 
with  objectionable  features,  and  which  I  think  should  hd  de- 
feated on  the  ground  that  if  it  is  passed  something  worse 
must  follow.  When  the  hon.  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue 
or  other  hon.  gentlemen  undertake  to  speak  on  behalf  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  I  think  it  only  fair  to  mention  that 
at  least  one  third  of  the  population  of  Ireland,  including  the 
great  bulk  of  the  Protestant  population  and  a  large  minority 
of  the  Roman  Catholics,  who  do  not  believe  in  the  doctrines 
of  Mr.  Parnell,  look  on  Mr.  Gladstone's  measure  as  dis- 
astrous to  the  country,  and  have  protested  and  do  protest 
in  the  strongest  manner  against  it.  They  have  taken  very 
many  occasions  to  express  that  opinion ;  and  to  show  the 
depth  of  their  feeling,  I  think  I  may  be  allowed  to  quote 
the  remarks  made  by  a  member  of  the  English  House  of 
Commons,  whose  name  is  historical,  and  who  will,  I  think, 
be  accepted  as  an  authority  on  the  subject.  I  allude  to  Mr, 
Plunkett,  who,  1  think,  is  the  member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin.  At  a  public  meeting  recently  held,  that  gentle- 
man used  the  following  language  : — 


*'I  wish  I  could  realise  for  you  tlie  feelinga  of  anxious  grief,  almost  of 
despair,  with  which  the  loyalists  of  Ireland  regard  the  present  crisis. 
We  loreaee  that  our  country,  where  we  were  born  and  bred,  with 
which  every  hope  and  every  affection  and  every  tradition  of  .mr  lives 
bound  up,  will  be  committed  to  a  condition  of  st^'ialid  poverty  and 


These  are  serious  words ;  they  were  uttered  under  a  full 
sense  of  their  importance,  and  I  think  they  may  be 
accepted  as  expressing  the  feeling  of  the  minority  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  towards  the  measure  now  before  the 
imperial  House  of  Commons.  But,  Sir,  the  most  serious 
objuoiion  to  that  measure,  and  the  one  which  we,  ai  Can- 
adians, are  most  entitled  to  consider,  apart  from  any 
sympathy  which  we  may  feel,  as  I  do,  with  that  Protest- 
ant minority,  is  that  it  is  regarded  by  Mr.  Parnell  and  his 
followers,  wbatover  may  be  said  to  the  contrary,  as  a  mere 
lever  by  which  they  may  accomplish  what  they  really 
desire,  that  is,  the  complete  isolation  and  independence  of 
Ireland.  Jn  proof  of  that,  I  may  cite  no  less  an  authority 
than  Mr.  Parnell  himself,  who,  speaking  at  Cincinnati  so 
long  ago  as  1880,  said  ; 

*'  None  of  us,  whether  in  America  or  in  Ireland,  or  wherever  we  may 
be,  will  be  satisfied  until  we  have  destroyed  the  last  liak  that  keeps 
Ireland  bound  lo  England." 

And  that  language  has  been  repeated  time  and  again.  It 
was  repeated  only  the  other  day  by  Mr,  Davitt,  one  ot  Mr. 
Parnell's  most  trusted  lieutenants,  wbo,  when  asked  if  he 
approved  of  the  Bill  now  before  Parliament,  replied :  "  When 
a  man  gets  his  bieakfast,  is  it  to  be  said  that  he  should  not 
get  his  dinner  ?  " — meaning  thus  to  illustrate  his  feeling 
towards  that  measure ;  and  it  it  is  carried,  even  with 
modifications,  can  anyone  believe  that  those  who  sup- 
port it  in  Ireland  would  stop  short  of  claiming  absolute 
independence  ?  Mr,  Gladstone  has  put  a  weapon  in  their 
hands  which  I  am  sure  they  will  not  be  slow  to  use. 
Why,  did  not  that  hon.  gentleman  say,  when  speaking  of 
the  laws  made  for  Ireland :  "  Laws  might  be  good  in  them- 
selves, but  not  be  accepted  by  the  people  because  they  came 
in  a  foreign  garb."  He  there  laid  down  the  doctrine,  from 
which  I  most  decidely  dissent,  that  anything  connected 
with  England  is  foreign  to  Ireland.  Now,  what  will  be  the 
necessary  consequence,  which  vrill  result  from  the  absurd 
anomaly,  looking  at  it  from  a  constitutional  point  of  view, 
no  matter  what  one's  politics  may  be,  that  taxation  is  to_be 
unaccompanied  by  representation.  The  hon.  gentleman 
proposes  that  the  officials  of  what  he  himself  said  is  a  foreign 
country,  shall  hold  possession  of  Ireland.  If  that  is  to  be 
the  case,  how  long  will  the  Irish  people  consent  to  such 
foreign  domination  ?  I  consider  it  a  great  misfortune  that 
Mr.  Gladstone  should  have  used  that  word  ;  but  it  is  not  a 
misfortune  in  the  sense  that  the  use  of  it  gave  the  people  of 
the  Empire  to  understand  what  will  be  the  necessary  and 
inevitable  results  of  the  measure  he  has  introduced.  Not  to 
be  tedious,  I  will  briefly  refer  to  another  objection,  which, 
from  an  Irish  point  of  view,  is  a  most  serious  objection.  1 
cannot  understand  how  an  Irishman,  with  any  ambition 
beyond  a  mere  provincial  ambition,  can  give  his  consent  to 
a  measure  whion  will  degrade  Ireland  from  the  position  of 
an  integral  part  ot  the  Empire  to  that  of  a  mere  Province. 
It  was  well  put  by  Lord  Clare,  at  the  ti  me  of  the  union  who 
though  hon.  gentlemen  may  criticise  his  conduct  and  say 
his  opinion  was  ot  little  value,  was  yet  a  man  of  surprising  ■ 
ability,  whose  opinions  necessarily  carried  great  weight,  and 
who  may  fairly  be  given  as  an  authority  on  this  matter, 
when  he  asked:  "  What  Irishman  and  what  man  who 
valued  the  independence  and  welfare  of  his  country,  would 
wish  it  to  be  degraded  from  the  position  of  being  an  inte- 
gral and  governing  part  of  the  Empire  to  that  ot  a  mere 
mercenaiy  Province  ?  "  That  is  precisely  what  Mr.  Glads- 
ton's  Bill  will  do,  and  I  am  astonished  any  man  of  ambition 
should  support  a  measure  which  will  cut  him  off  from  all 
Imperial  employment  and  Imperial  honors.  How  could  any 
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man  in  Ireland,  no  matter  what  his  ability,  expect  promo- 
tion or  employment  in  the  Imperial  eervioo  ?  How  could 
he  expect  to  be  anything  bettor  than  the  official  of  a  mere 
Provincial  Government,  when  he  had  no  longer  a  vote  or 
representation  in  the  condaot  of  the  affairs  of  the  Empire.  It 
ie  a  matter,  not  of  congratulation,  but  of  humiliation,  to 
think  that  there  should  be  a  party  in  Ireland  which  will 
declare  to  the  Englieh  people  that  they  want  to  shut  them- 
selves out  from  the  dignity  and  responsibility  attached  to 
their  position  ae  citizens  of  an  integral  part  of  the  Empire 
at  large,  and  become  degraded  to  the  position  of  mere 
provinoialists.  Take  our  Provinces.  Is  it  not  considered 
a  higher  position  to  have  a  seat  in  this  House,  to  have  some- 
thing to  say  in  the  management  of  the  affairs  of  the  Dom 
inion,  than  to  have  a  seat  in  one  of  our  Provincial  Legisla- 
tures ?  Would  any  Iriehman  of  ability  be  satisfied  that  he 
should  be  restricted  to  a  mere  provincial  position  ?  Would 
he  not  desire  to  be  enabled  to  gratify  his  legitimate  ambi- 
tion for  a  share  in  the  management  of  the  Empire  ? 
Would  he  not  consider  it  humiliating  that  it  should  be 
placed  out  of  his  power  to  take  any  part  in  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Empire,  and  that  his  country  should  be  reduced 
to  the  position  of  a  largo  municipality  ?  For  these  reasons, 
I  am  disinclined  to  say  anything,  which,  however  remotely, 
may  tend  to  strengthen  Mr,  (Gladstone  in  this  measure. 
Mr.  Gladstone  made  a  very  singular  statement  in  his  mani- 
festo the  other  day.  He  said  the  opposition  to  Home  Rule 
came  from  a  siiigle  class.  But  do  we  not  know  well,  does 
not  every  gentleman  who  takes  an  interest  in  public 
proceedings  know,  that  the  opposition  to  Home  Rale  is  not 
confined  to  anyune  class,  is  not  confined  to  Iho  hangers  on 
ol  anyone  particular  class,  as  Mr.  Gladstone  politely  put  it  ? 
Do  we  not  find  men  like  Mr.  Goschen,  Mr.  Collins,  Mr. 
Rylands,  to  say  nothing  of  Mr.  Chamberlain,  Lord  Harting 
ton.  Lord  Derby,  and  Lord  Salisbury,  showing  their  faith  in 
the  true  interests  of  the  Empire  ?  When  we  see  leading  Radi- 
cals casting  their  radicalism  aside  and  standing  forward  as 
champions  of  Imperial  interests,  it  is  certainly  time  to  give 
this  matter  more  serious  consideration.  How  many  hon. 
members  here  who  are  prepared  to  vote  on  the  resolution 
proposed  really  know  anything  or  have  read  anything  about 
Irish  affairs?  Have  they  considered  the  necessary  consequen 
ces  to  Ireland  which  will  result  from  the  carrying  out  of 
this  proposed  measure  ?  Have  they  ever  considered  what 
will  be  the  position  of  whatris  called  the^-minority,  and 
what  will  be  the  effect,  commercially,  if  this  measure  should 
pass?  One  of  the  great  troubles  of  Ireland  is  that  it  is  a 
poor  country,  but  where  has  the  money  come  from  which 
has  been  employed  in  that  country  during  the  last  century 
in  the  promotion  of  public  works  ?^It  has  come  from  England 
and  is  it  to  be  supposed  that  if  this  measure  should  pass  and 
a  great  shock  be  given  to  the  constitution  of  the  country- 
is  it  to  be  supposed  that  if  the  Government  of  Ireland  should 
be  handed  over  to  the  86  men  who  follow  Mr.  Parnell, 
English  capital  will  continue  to  flow  into  Ireland  ?  It  is 
more  than  likely  on  the  contrary  it  will  flow  out.  This  is 
a  consideration  that  ought  to  weigh  with  those  who  profess, 
and  DO  doubt  honestly  feel,  an  interest  in  the  welfare  of  Ire- 
land. It  is  a  consideration  which  ought  to  make  us  pause,  and 
which  is  well  worth  the  consideration  of  those  who  desire,how- 
ever  earnestly.  Home  Rule.  I  think  that  a  measure  forced 
upon  a  man  against  his  convictions,  because  it  is  only  a  few 
months  ago  that  Mr.  Gladstone,  .speaking  of  Mr.  Parnell, 
said  he  was  marching  through  rapine  to  confiscation,  can 
hardly  be  said  to  be  an  honest,  well  considered  measure. 
The  humiliation  of  the  country,  by  reducing  it  from  the 
position  of  an  integral  governing  part  of  a  great  Empire  to 
that  of  a  province,  is  one  that  ought  to  come  home  to  men 
like  my  hon.  friend  from  Montreal  Centre  (Mr.  Cnrran),who, 
if  in  Ireland,  would  hardly  be  satisfied  to  occupy  the  posi- 
tion of  a  mere  provincial.  I  heard  the  hon.  gentleman's 
eloquent  speech  which  we  all  admire  and  few  can  imitate, 
Mr,  Q'&sjMs, 


and  I  ask  if  men  like  him  in  .'  reland  would  not  feel  very 
cheap  if  their  abilities  had  to  be  restricted  to  parish  politics. 

Mr.  CURRA.N.  I  am  a  Home  Ruler  to  the  mast  head. 

Mr.  O'BRtfiJN.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  no  doubt  patriotic, 
and  may  to  some  extent  be  self-sacriticinK.  What  would  be 
the  effect  on  English  politics  had  Home  Rule  been  granted 
half  a  century  ago?  How  many  Irishmen  whose  names 
are  illustrious  in  the  annals  of  the  Empire  would  have  been 
heard  of?  HOw  many  mute  and  inglorious  Milions  would 
have  gone  down  to  obscure  graves  ?  What  would  have  be- 
come of  Lalor  Shiel,  Daniel  O'Connell  himself.  Burke, 
Sheridan.  Those  men  would  have  had  no  voice  in  the 
British  Parliament,  and  would  have  been  compelled,  I  will 
not  say  to  waste  their  sweetness  on  the  desert  air,  but  to 
waste  their  eloquence  on  the  quarrels  of  the  small,  miserable 
factions  such  as  existed  in  Ireland  before  the  union.  What 
would  have  been  the  loss  to  the  country  had  such  a  state  of 
things  been  brought  about?  The  commercial  question  alone 
is  one  of  serious  moment,  because  we  cannot  believe  that,  if 
the  revolutionary  measures  proposed  by  Mr.  Gladstone  be 
carried,  English  capital  will  continue  to  flow  into  Ire- 
land. Talk  of  the  country  not  being  prosperous ;  will 
anyone  who  has  read  about  the  conditions  of  Ireland 
halt  a  century  ago,  and  who  has  travelled  through  Ireland 
in  those  days,  fail  to  recognise  that  it  is  a  greatly  improved 
country  ?  Tnere  has,  no  doubt,  been  suffei  ing  there  ;  so 
there  has  been  everywhere  else,  but  there  has  also  beeu 
decided  improvement  in  its  conUition.  The  people  are  not 
80  poor,  as  many  people  would  lead  us  to  believe,  great 
material  progress  has  been  made ;  and  are  we  now  to  lose 
all  chance  ot  further  progress  ?  Are  we  to  gratify  the 
wishes  of  what  I  honestly  believe  to  be  nothing  more  than 
a  faction,  who  have  sincerity,  no  doubt,  but  are  actuated  by 
motives  that  fall  short  ot  anything  like  true  patriotism. 
Holding  these  views,  believing  as  I  do  that  this  measure  is 
one  that  ought  not  to  pass  the  Imperial  Parliament,  I  raise 
my  voice  here  in  protest  against  it;  and,  as  far  as  voting 
upon  the  resolutions  now  before  the  House  is  concerned,  I 
shall  vote  for  the  amendment  of  Mr,  Costigan,  simply  on 
this  ground  

Some  hon,  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.  Hon.  gentlemen  may  cheer,  but  let  me 
finish  my  sentence — simply  that  it  is  just  the  one  resolution 
of  all  the  three  that  I  think  is  likely  to  have  the  least  effect. 

Mr.  LANDBRKIN.  I  desire  to  address  a  few  words  to 
the  House  on  this  very  important  matter.  The  question  of 
the  government  of  Ireland  is  one  that  has  engaged  the 
attention  of  the  greatest  statesmen  that  have  lived  in  Bri- 
tain during  the  last  half  century.  The  minds  of  those  states- 
men have  been  engaged  in  striving  to  solve  the  problem  for 
the  better  government  of  Ireland.  It  is  well  known  that 
Ireland  has  been  oppressed  ;  it  is  well  Known  that  a  system 
of  landlordism  has  prevailed  in  Ireland  that  has  disturbed 
the  peace  and  marred  the  happiness  and  tranquillity  that 
otherwise  would  have  existed  in  Ireland.  Various  expe- 
dients have  been  thought  of;  various  expedients  i  ave  been 
devised  with  a  view  of  ameliorating  this  condition  and 
giving  to  Ireland  control  of  her  own  atiairs.  Ireland  has 
asked  and  sought  for  this,  but  she  haa  always  asked  and 
sought  in  vain.  A  short  time  ago,  you  will  remember  that, 
when  it  was  announced  that  that  disliuguistied  statesman 
who  leads  the  Government  of  the  British  ISmpire,  the  Right 
Hon.  William  Bwart  Gladstone,  was  about  to  propose  a 
mea-jure  for  the  amelioration  of  this  condition  of  affairs 
in  Ireland,  that  he  had  a  measure  to  propose  that 
he  thought  would  br;ng  about  peace,  would  relieve 
the  distress,  and  stay  the  crime  that  had  marked 
itself  in  Ireland  for  the  past  half  century  or  more,  the  nat- 
ions of  the  world  stood  as  it  wei  e  on  tip-toe  anxiously  await- 
ing the  atterances  of  that  distinguished  statesman,  17g 
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question  introduced  in  the  Porliament  of  Brilian  in  the  last 
century  has  moved  the  hearts  of  the  people  of  the  civilised 
world  as  much  as  that  which  has  been  proposed  by  the  dis- 
tinguished Premier  of  Britain  ;  and  when  we  read  the  ora- 
tion which  he  delivered  on  that  occasion,  an  oration  which 
at  ODoe  stamps  him  as  a  God-like  man  and  a  statesman  with- 
out a  peer  in  the  civilised  world  to-day,  the  hearts  of  the 
people  of  Canada — not  only  the  Irish  hearts,  but  the  Cana- 
dian hearts  and  the  heart  of  every  other  true  loyal  Briton — 
went  up  in  the  refrain  that  Ireland  might  be  reclaimed  from 
the  bondage  under  which  she  had  suffered  by  tte  measures 
handed  to  the  House  by  the  distinguished  Premier  of  Briiaio. 
And  it  is  not  to  be  wondered  at.    Ireland  is  great  in  many 
respects  ;  she  is  renowned  for  her  statesmen  and  her  orators 
and  her  poets;  she  has  a  climate  that  is  salubrious;  she  has 
vegetation  that  surpasses  almost  anything  in  the  world,  and 
Ihe  generous  hearted  people  that  inhabit  Ireland  have 
been  oppressed  and  have  sought  for  relief.    Well,  if  they 
felt  they  were  oppressed,  had  they  not  a  right  to  say 
so,   and,  if  they   were  misgoverned,  had  they  not  a 
right  to  amend  this  condition  of  things  ?    Why,  it  is 
but  the  natural  outcome,  and  crime  is  but  the  result  of  the 
misgovernment.    It  is  not  a  trait  of  the  Irish  character, 
and  the  crimes  that  have  been  committed  have  not  been 
committed  by  the  Irish  people  themselves.    They  have 
been  but  a  result  of  misgovernment  and  oppression.  No 
wonder  that  there  was  a  distioguisheJ  O'Coanell  a  Burke, 
a  Curran  and  a  Grattan,  who  rose  up  ;  but  it  was  the  times, 
to  a  great  extent,  that  made  these  men  ;  it  was  the  oppres 
sion  that  rankled  in  their  hearts  that  led  them  to  stand 
forth  as  the  champions  of  liberty  and  of  freedom,  and  their 
names  to-day  are  dear  to  Irishmen,  and  to  every  lover  of 
liberty  to  whatever  nation  he  belongs.    Well,  the  nations 
of  the  world  were  moved  when  it  was  announced  that  Glad- 
stone was  to  speak,  and  we  read  that  speech,  a  speech  dis- 
tinguished for  its  statesmanship  and  its  brilliancy,  a  speech 
that  was  unequalled  in  the  British  House  of  Parliament, 
with  a  measure  that  was  generous  and  just.    The  hon, 
member  for  Maskoka  (Mr.  O'Brien)  seems  to  think  that 
every  condition  in  the  measure  proposed  is  vital  and  essen- 
tial. The  Premier  says,  with  regard  to  the  representation  in 
the  Imperial  Parliament,  that  it  is  not  a  vital  principle, 
it  is  liable  to  be  amended,  and  all  thiit  the  member 
for  Muakoka  has  objected  to  in  vhat  respect — and  that  is 
thr^  principal  objection  he  used  to  the   measure  —  is 
lik  y  to  be  amended  so  that  Irishmen  will  represent  Ireland 
in  the  imferial  Parliament.  The  hearts  of  the  Old  Count'  y 
people  in  this  country  and  the  hearts  of  the  Canadians  in 
this  country  go  up  in  fervid  accord,  a  united  people  in  this 
country  outside  of  this  House,  in  hoping  that  Gladstone 
may  be  sustained  and  that  his  arms  may  be  strengthened  so 
that  he  may  be  enabled  to  give  to  Ireland  what  she  has 
asked  for  many  years  past.    It  is  the  desire  of  every 
patriotic  man  in  this  House  that  the  wrongs  under  which 
Ireland  has  suffered  shall  be  redressed,  that  the  landlordism 
that  has  existed  and  that  has  oppressed  the  poor  tenfinis  in 
that  country  shall  be  done  away  with,  that  eviction  aud 
coercions  of  every  kind  shall  be  taken  away  from  the  law 
that  governs  Ireland,  and  Ireland  shall  yet  be  free,  shall 
have  her  own  Parliament,  shall  make  her  own  laws,  shall 
have  her  own  Home  Kule  in  effect.    Well,  this  is  natural, 
that  we  should  sympathise  with  the  distinguished  states- 
man who  has  brought  in  this  measure,  a  measure  which,  by 
reason  of  the  traditions,  by  reason  of  those  conditions 
that  have    existed    in    the    hearts    of   other    parts  of 
the  British  Empire — traditions  that  have  been  formed,  pre- 
judices that  have  been  grounded  in  the  people — has  met 
with  much  opposition  ;  but  it  is  the  desire  of  true  Canadians 
and  true  Britons  that  Ireland  may  receive  that  measure  of 
justice  which  she  has  clamored  for,  which  she  has  demanded, 
and  \yhioh  she  has  a  right  to  expect.    A.re  the  Irish  people, 
because  they  ask  liberty,  to  be  stamped  out  as  rebels  ?  Are 
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the  Canadians  who  desire  a  change  in  our  constitution  to  be 
said  to  be  rebels  ?  Are  those  who  are  now  in  this  country 
seeking  a  change  in  our  constitution  and  desiring  Imperial 
Federation  rebels?  The  First  Einisterhimself  is  advocating 
radical  changes  in  the  constitution  of  this  country,  a'nd  for 
that  is  he  a  rebel  ?  And  is  Mr.  Gladstone,  when  he  is 
redressing  wrongs,  stamping  oat  injuries  which  have 
existed  for  centuries  in  Ireland,  not  deserving  the 
mpport,  the  united  support  of  this  Parliament'  in 
the  most  important  dependency  of  the  British  Empire, 
supposed  to  bo  represented  by  those  who  are  true 
to  the  parent  stem  from  whence  we  sprang?  Now, 
Sir,  in  reference  to  the  resolution  introduced  here 
some  years  ago,  strongly  as  I  felt  that  the  wrong  of 
Ireland  should  be  redressed,  I  saw  that  there  was  no  prac- 
ticable meieure  before  the  Imperial  Parliament,  and  I 
thought  it  was  inexpedient  fo  introduce  the  question  here,  it 
appeared  to  me  to  be  devised  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
popularity  to  those  who  introduced  it.  It  would  not  look 
to  be  a  sincere  and  an  honest  thing.  But  to-day,  when 
there  is  a  practicable  scheme,  we  see  the  iiuthor  of  the  reso- 
lution in  1882  now  shrinking  from  enforcing  the  principles 
he  professes  to  admire.  The  member  for  Montreal  Centre 
(Mr.  Curran)  says  he  is  a  Home  Ruler,  and  to-day  he  fears 
to  urge  this  measure  lest  it  might  do  some  harm  in  one 
quarter  or  another.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  was  sineere  in 
his  efforts  then  for  Home  Rule  and  liberty  to  Ireland,  he 
should  be  more  so  now,  when  there  is  a  reasonable  proba- 
bility that  the  wrongs  under  which  Ireland  has  labored  so 
long  are  about  to  be  redressed  by  the  Liberal  and  enlight- 
ened measure  of  the  distinguished  statesman  of  Great 
Britain.  When  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  intro- 
duced that  measure  he  made  a  speech  that  will  cause  his 
name  to  live  wherever  the  English  language  is  spoken 
for  all  time  to  come.  He  based  his  speech  on  a  broad 
and  liberal  platform,  and  it  was  characterised  by  that  broad, 
view  which  he  brings  to  bear  upon  every  question,  and 
showed  that  he  had  made  such  an  elaborate  research  into 
the  affairs  of  Ireland,  that  it  has  endeared  me  to  that  hoti. 
gentleman  with  stronger  ties  than  ever  I  felt  before  Well, 
Sir,  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  was  not  in  the  Gpyern- 
ment  then.  He  was  then  a  humble  follower,  a  private  in 
tho  ranks.  He  introduced  this  resolution ,  and  shortly  after- 
wards, he  entered  the  Government,  Now,  he  thinks  that 
all  this  should  cease,  that  there  is  no  necessity  now  for  this 
Home  endeavoring  to  strengthen  the  hands  of  Mr.  Glad- 
stone and  his  Government,  in  the  face  of  the  opposition 
they  meet  with.  At  that  time,  there  was  no  praotioal 
scheme  before  the  British  Parliament  for  the  amelioration 
of  the  condition  of  Ireland,  and  that  hon.  gentleman  moved 
the  resolution.  His  utterances,  to-day,  give  me  an  idea 
that  he  is  not  sincere,  and  that  so  soon  as  that  gentleman 
got  into  office,  so  soon  as  the  wrongs  that  had  cried  out  for 
redress  for  a  century,  might  continue  to  cry  so  long  as  that 
hon.  gentleman  enjoyed  the  spoils  of  office.  Does  it  not 
liok  like  that  ?  So  roon  as  he  was  transferred  from  the 
ranks  into  the  Government,  to  use  the  words  of  one  of 
Ireland's  poets  : 

He  forgot  the  dii8t  from  whence  he  grew. 

And  thinka  himself — the  Lord  knows  who."  ^ 

Now,  that  is  the  difference  caused  by  the  sweets  of  office, 
and  it  is  a  lamentable  thing.  I  am  glad  the  hon.  gentleijian 
is  not  entirely  Irish.  I  would  hate  to  see  an  Irishtnan  give 
u  p  the  struggle  for  Ireland  so  long  as  a  single  wrong  reiiained 
unredressed,  and  it  is  my  great  consolation  to  know  that 
the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  is  not  truly  an  Irishman, 
for  otherwise  he  would  not  allow  the  charms  of^officei  with 
the  emoluments  of  office,  to  make  him  forget  the ,  ■vyronga 
that  have  cried  out  for  redress  so  long.  Now,  Sir,  Mr. 
Gladstone's  scheme  is  capable  of  amendment.  Mr.  Glad- 
stone indicates  that  it  may  be  amended  in  committee,  and 
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that  the  principle  of  representation  without  taxation  shall 
not  be  maintaiDed.  There  is  not  an  hon.  gentleman  opposite 
who  should  oppose  the  measure  upon  that  ground.  They 
have  taxed  the  people  in  the  North- West  from  year  to  year 
without  representation.  The  hon.  member  for  Muskoka 
(Mr.  O'Brien),  opposes  that.  The  hon.  member  supports  a 
Government  that  allowed  that  condition  of  things  to  exist 
until  it  bred  rebellion  in  that  country,  and  still  he  had  not 
a  single  word  to  say  against  the  Government  that  permitted 
that  system.  And  here  he  condemns  Mr.  Gladstone,  who 
has  since,  stated,  and  other  distinguished  members  of  his 
Government  have  stated,  that  modifications  may  be  made 
in  order  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  people  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland.  Now,  Sir,  when  a  society  sent  a  deputation 
to  wait  on  the  Minister  of  Inland  Eevenne,  he  told  them 
that  it  would  be  injudicious  to  introduce  this  measure  now. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  No,  I  did  not.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
had  been  in  the  House  he  would  have  heard  me  correct  that 
statement  made  by  the  newspapers.  I  made  no  such  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  LANDBEKIN.  I  have  just  read  it  in  the  Ottawa 
Citizen,  and  that  is  the  excuse  given.  I  did  not  hear  him 
deny  that  he  had  made  that  statement.  Then  if  he  had  not 
this  good  excuse,  in  heaven's  name,  what  excuse  had  he  ? 
What  other  excuse  could  he  briog,  when  the  wrongs  of  [re- 
land  had  gone  on  unredressed  so  long  ?  If  he  had  had  the 
virtue  of  clinging  to  that  excuse,  I  would  have  given  him 
some  credit,  but  now  he  has  taken  away  all  the  merit  he 
might  have,  and  has  no  other  reason  to  offer  than  the  fact 
that  he  is  now  in  oflSce  and  that  it  might  possibly  hurt  the 
Government  if  he  went  on  with  it.  Then  the  Government 
are  responsible  for  what  he  did.  He  thinks  this  is  extra- 
ordinary statesmanship,  endorsed,  no  doubt,  by  the  Premier, 
and  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  who  seconded  his  amend 
ment.  They  sent  a  telegram  to  Mr.  f'arnell.  Parnell  is 
not  introducing  this  measure.  Why  not  send  it  to  Mr. 
Gladstone?  If  they  do  not  desire  to  give  it  a  party  signi- 
ficance, why  not  approach  the  foot  of  the  Thione  ?  If  ever 
the  First  Minister  grows  eloquent  it  is  when  he  talks  about 
the  "  foot  of  the  Throne."  I  wonder  why  he  did 
not  lay  this  grievance  at  the  foot  of  the  Throne. 
I  think  the  member  for  Muskoka  described  Parnell  as  a 
robber,  or  something  of  that  kind,  and  here  we  have  the 
Government,  through  the  Minister  Inland  Revenue,  comTin- 
nicating  with  a  gentleman  whom  the  member  for  Muskoka 
dubs  as  a  rebel,  or  something  worse.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  think  all  the  lovers  of  freedom  in  this  House  will  support 
the  amendment  to  the  amendment  that  has  been  moved  by 
the  ton.  member  for  Wellington  (Mr.  MoMullen).  I  rather 
favor  that.  There  is  a  word  in  the  motion  proposed  by  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  which  I  would  like  to  see  loft  out. 
I  will  read  the  first  sentence  and  point  out  the  word,  which 
I  think  might  be  left  out  because  it  gives  it  a  narrowness 
which  the  motion  ought  not  to  have,  I  wish  to  see  that  one 
word  "Irish"  left  out  and  ''Her  Majesty's  subjects"  inserted. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  would  explain  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  that  word  is  in  the  original  address,  which  I  was  fol- 
lowing in  that  paragraph,  and  that  is  the  reason  it  is  there. 

Mr.  LANDBEKIN.  That  is  the  address  passed  in  1882  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Yes. 

Mr.  LANDBEKIN.    That  is  quite  satisfactory. 

Some  hon.  MEM  BEES.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  LANDBEKIN.  The  explanation  as  given  is  some- 
what satisfactory  no  doubt ;  but  it  is  not  quite  satisfactory 
to  my  mind  because  it  has  a  broader  signification. 

Mr.  BLAKE.    I  quite  agree.  I 

Mr.  LANDEEKIN.  And  if  there  was  an  error  at  that 
time  in  the  address  I  do  not  see  why  ii  should  not  be  oor- 
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rected  now.  With  the  motion  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion I  am  heartily  in  accord.  I  am  also  heartily  in  accord 
with  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMuUen),  I  cannot  understand 
that  any  gentleman  who  professes  to  be  Irish,  or  any  gen- 
tleman who  professes  to  be  liberal,  anyone  who  professes  to 
be  loyal  to  Britain  and  British  institutions,  would  refuse  to 
pass  the  address  at  this  time,  when  a  Home  Enle  measure 
has  been  so  far  successful  that  in  all  human  probability  it 
will  carry,  and  will  become  the  law  that  will  govern  ire- 
land  ;  a  measure  calculated,  we  must  all  admit,  when  we 
road  the  speech  of  the  distinguished  Mr.  Gladstone,  to 
cause  us  to  wonder  that  statesmen  of  Britain  had  not 
devised  a  plan  before.  We  wonder  that  Ireland  should 
have  been  left  so  long  crying  for  redress  of  its  grievances. 
Mr.  Gladstone's  measure  appears  so  simple,  so  states- 
manlike, so  broad,  so  much  in  accordance  with  the 
principles  of  liberty,  freedom  and  eternal  justice, 
that  we  wonder  it  was  deferred  so  long,  that  the 
problem  of  the  proper  government  of  Ireland  had 
been  left  to  be  soWed  by  Mr.  GUdstone  in  the  zenith  of  his 
power,  of  his  years  and  of  his  greatness,  and  that  it  had 
been  left  to  him  to  introduce  a  measure  comprehensive, 
libeial  and  just,  a  measure  calculated  to  right  the  wrong 
that  had  existed  so  long,  calculated  to  remove  those  griev- 
ances that  had  goaded  the  Irish  people  so  long,  calculated 
to  remove  the  system  of  landlordism  that  had  ground  down 
the  people  of  that  country  into  a  state  of  almost  abject 
slavery.  Is  such  a  measure  of  statesmanship  to  be  ignored 
by  this  House  ?  I  hope  for  the  honor  of  the  Canadian  peo- 
ple this  House  will  not  come  to  such  a  decision.  I  speak 
here  as  a  Protestant,  and  speaking  from  that  standpoint  I 
believe  it  is  necessary  in  the  interests  of  all  the  people  in 
this  country,  irrespective  of  religion,  creed  or  nationality,  to 
come  forward  at  this  moment  and  assist  Mr.  Gladstone,  and 
do  all  they  can  to  strengthen  his  hands  so  that  his  states- 
manlike measure  may  be  carried  into  effect. 

Mr.  ORION.  I  desire,  before  recording  my  vote  on  this 
very  important  question,  to  make  a  few  brief  remarks. 
Unlike  many  of  the  hon.  members  who  have  preceded  me, 
I  have  rot  the  honor  of  being  an  Irishman  or  the  descend- 
ant of  an  Irishman,  but  I  happen  to  be  an  English  Canadian. 
At  the  same  time  I  have  for  many  years  been  in  favor  of 
Home  Rule  for  Ireland.  As  far  as  my  humble  ability  would 
allow  me  to  judge,  I  have  always  held  that  to  grant  Home 
Rale  to  Ireland  would  be  the  best  means  of  strengthening 
the  British  Empire  and  causing  Ireland  to  be  like  what  we 
desire  Canada  to  be,  more  closely  allied  to  the  British  Crown 
and  the  fortunes  of  the  British  Empire.  I  believe  Home 
Eule  for  Ireland  would  have  the  effect  of  strengthening 
rather  than  weakening  the  British  Empire.  But  while  1 
hold  these  views  I  do  not  consider  the  system  of  Home  Eule 
about  to  be  inaugurated  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  is  one  that  is 
calculated  to  strengthen  the  British  Empire  ;  it  is  not  one 
calculated  to  elevate  Ireland  to  the  extent  that  Home  Rule 
should  elevate  that  country  and  improve  its  coudition.  In 
the  first  place,  the  reason  why  I  am  opposed  to  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  is  because  it  endorses 
the  Home  Eule  principle  laid  down  by  Mr.  Gladstone. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.    No,  it  does  not. 

Mr.  ORION.  I  say  that  is  not  calculated  to  do  good  to 
Ireland.  The  principle  laid  down  in  the  Home  Rule  propo- 
sition of  Mr.  Gladstone  is  one  simply  of  local  government  in 
minor  particulars  and  on  minor  points.  It  is  not  proposed 
to  give  to  Ireland  the  management  of  her  own  customs 
revenue  or  her  own  Excise  revenue,  and  I  hold  that  the  only 
way  in  which  Ireland  can  ever  be  largely  benefited  is  by 
giving  to  that  country  the  management  of  its  own  customs 
duties,  so  that  it  can  encourage  its  own  manufactures  and 
furnish  additional  ohinnels  for  the  employment  of  the 
people.    That,  in  my  opinion,  is  the  only  possible  way  in 
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which  a  material  improvement  in  the  condition  of  the 
people  can  be  brought  about.  One  of  the  greatest  oanses 
of  the  misery  and  the  unfortunate  condition  of  affairs  in 
Ireland  to  day  is  because  the  Irish  people  are  nearly  alto- 
gether an  agricultural  people.  They  have  no  possibility  of 
successfully  competing  with  the  accumulated  capital  of 
England  and  other  manufacturing  countries  unless 
the  Irish  people  have  complete  control  over  the 
Customs  duties  ;  and  unless  this  is  secured  they  can  never 
hope  to  have  large  manufacturing  establishments  in  Ireland. 
It  is  for  this  reason  I  cannot  agree  with  the  resolution  of 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition.  I  do  not  feel  the  same  fear  as 
do  some  of  my  Protestant  friends  that  the  Protestant 
minority  in  Ireland  will  be  oppressed.  It  is  possible  that 
such  might  occur  under  certain  conditions,  and  I  think  a 
scheme  should  have  been  devised  so  as  to  have  specially 
guarded  their  interests ;  while  I  am  afraid  the  scheme  of 
Mi.  Gladstone  is  one  that  is  devised  to  give  opportunity  for 
the  oppression  of  the  Protestant  minority.  We  have  seen 
the  same  thing  in  our  own  country,  and  I  would  like  to  see 
extended  to  the  Protestant  minority,  in  Ireland,  the  same 
principles  that  we  extend  to  the  Catholic  minority  in 
Ontario  and  the  Dominion,  and  the  same  careful  considera- 
tion of  the  minority  as  is  conceded  to  the  Protestant 
minority  in  the  Province  of  Quebec.  But  that,  in  my 
opinion,  is  not  provided  for  in  the  measure  that  has 
been  submitted  to  the  British  House  of  Commons, 
and  therefore  I  say  that  I  cannot  support  the  resolution  of 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  because  it  causes  this  House  to 
accede  to  the  principle  laid  down  by  Mr.  Gladstone  in  his 
Home  Uule  resolutions,  and  those  principles  are  not  the 
principles  which  I  would  like  to  see  carried  out.  I  would 
like  to  see  the  people  of  Ireland  more  closely  allied  to  the 
British  Crown.  I  would  like  to  see  them  have  representa- 
lioD  in  the  British  House  of  Commons;  I  would  like  to  see 
them  partake  in  the  expenditure  for  the  peace  and  preser- 
vation of  the  British  Empire ;  I  would  like  to  see  them  con- 
tribute, as  no  doubt  thay  will  be  able  to  contribute,  to  the 
support  of  the  British  army  and  navy  ;  and  I  would  like  to 
see  Irishmen  join  with  Scotchmen  and  Englishmen, 
and  all  the  other  peoples  that  constitute  the  Empire,  in 
sharing  the  glories  of  the  British  arms  in  defending 
the  rights  of  British  subjects.  For  that  reason  it 
is  most  essential  to  the  prosperity  of  Ireland, 
most  essential  to  the  unity  of  the  Empire,  that  there 
should  be  Irish  representation  in  the  British  House  of  Com- 
mons. It  is  utterly  impossible,  considering  the  position 
which  Ireland  occupies,  in  such  close  proximity  to  England 
and  Scotland,  that  she  should  be  separated  in  the  manner 
in  which  Mr.  Gladstone  proposes  to  separate  her  from  Eng- 
land and  Scotland.  Therefore,  Sir,  I  shall  not  vote  for  the 
resolution  of  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  I  say 
that  the  amendment  moved  by  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Wellington  (Mr.  McMuUen)  is  merely  an  addition  to  the 
resolution  of  his  leader.  It  seems  certainly  a  very  singular 
position  the  hon.  gentlemen  occupy.  First  one  hon.  gen- 
tleman gets  up  and  moves  an  amendment  to  his  leader's 
resolution,  and  if  that  amendment  means  anything  it  means 
that  he  believes  his  leader  is  not  in  earnest,  that  he  has  not 
sufiSciently  strongly  expressed  his  feelings  in  favor  of  Home 
Ilule— the  abstract  principle  of  Home  Eule— and  he  has 
moved  this  amendment  to  his  leader's  motion  in  order  to 
make  it  more  emphatic  and  perhaps  more  general  in 
its  charactei-.  Then  again  we  find  that  another  hon. 
gentleman  on  the  same  side  has  another  objection.  Ho 
objects  to  the  expression  of  "  Her  Majesty's  Irish  subjects," 
and  wants  to  give  it  a  still  broader  meaning.  Therefore,  I 
say,  that  the  position  they,  occupy  is  not  a  united  one ; 
it  is  hot  one  which  is  calculated  to  carry 
with  it  that  weight  and  strength  that  such  a  resolution 
should  do  in  this  House  and  I  must  say  that  the  amendment 
'nade  by  the  hon,  Minister  of  Inland  Eevenue  is  one  we 


could  all  unite  upon.  It  does  not  express  approval  of  the 
exact  character  of  the  Home  Rule  introduced  by  Mr.  Glad- 
stone, but  it  does  approve  of  a  form  of  Home  Bule  which  will 
unite  Ireland  more  permanently  to  the  British  Crown,  which 
will  unite  instead  of  trying  to  dissever  Ireland  from  the 
British  Empire,  and,  therefore,  I  say,  it  is  more  thoroughly 
British  in  its  character  ;  it  is  more  in  the  interests  of  Ire- 
land, and  it  is  more  in  accord  with  the  sentiments  and  feel- 
ings of  the  vast  majority  of  the  people  of  this  country,  who 
desire  to  see  Ireland  enjoy  the  same  liberty  and  freeiom 
that  we  enjoy  in  Canada  under  the  British  flag. 

Mr.  MoNBILL.  I  do  not  intend  to  occupy  the  attention 
of  the  House  on  this  subject  more  than  a  very  few  moments. 
It  is  one  with  reference  to  which  I  should  have  liked  to 
have  addressed  the  House  after  having  had  some  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  what  I  was  going  to  say  about  it.  I 
think  the  magnitude  of  the  question  is  such  as  to  demand 
that  it  should  be  discussed  with  the  best  ability  that  all  the 
members  of  this  House  are  able,  individually,  to  direct  to 
it,  and,  therefore,  I  have  no  intention  at  the  present  time 
of  attempting  to  make  a  speech  on  the  subject.  I  wish, 
however,  briefly  to  explain  what  my  views  are  on  this  sub- 
ject, how  I  shall  vote,  and  why  I  shall  vote  as  I  do.  Before 
doing  so,  however,  I  should  like  to  congratulate  the  hon. 
gentleman,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  on  at  last  having 
discovered  a  policy.  I  am  sorry,  however,  that  I  cannot 
congratulate  him  on  the  nature  of  the  policy  he  has  dis- 
covered. That  policy  is  a  policy  of  discord.  The  hon. 
gentleman  knows  as  well  as  he  knows  that  a  soul  is  in  his 
body  that  the  people  of  this  country,  the  people  of  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  entertain  views  with  refer- 
ence to  this  question  as  wide  as  the  poles 
asunder.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  in  his  own  city 
of  Toronto,  the  other  day  a  meeting  was  held,  attended  by 
some  of  the  best  informed  and  most  influential  men  in 
Canada,  and  that  at  that  meeting  views  were  expressed 
diametrically  opposed  to  the  views  that  hon.  gentleman 
presented  to  us  to-day.  He  knows,  too,  that  the  sentiments 
to  which  I  have  referred  are  sentiments  which  may  very 
readily  be  stirred  deeply  in  the  breasts  of  the  people  of  this 
country.  He  knows  also  that  this  question  has  excited 
such  an  agitation  in  England  as  neither  he  nor  I  have  seen 
before.  He  knows  that  England,  that  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  are  divided  into  hostile  camps  on  this  subject.  He 
knows  very  well  that  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  are  in  the 
throes  of  such  an  agitation  as  they  have  never  seen  before, 
in  reference  to  this  very  question,  and  that  an  agitation  so 
fierce  is  in  progress  there  that  actually  the  fearful  and  awful 
words  "  civil  war  "  are  whispered  from  lip  to  lip. 

Mr.  BLAKE.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  MoNElLL.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  "  hear,  hear," 
but  he  knows  that. 

Mr.  BLAKE.    No,  he  does  not. 

Mr  McNeill.  Well,  if  he  does  not,  he  should  read  the 
newspapers  or  correspond  with  his  friends  in  Ireland  and 
he  would  know  it.  He  knows  that,  and  he  knows  how 
deeply  that  question  may  stir  up  feelings  of  animosity  among 
men  who  are  to-day  neighbors  and  friends,  and  yet  he  has 
no  hesitation  in  going  out  of  his  way  to  introduce  this  ques- 
tion and  force  it  into  the  minds  and  hearts  of  the  people  of 
this  country,  irrespective  altogether  of  the  terrible  results 
which  may  accrue.  However,  I  do  not  mean  to  say  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  inconsistent,  because  we  found  the  hon. 
gentleman  the  other  day  perfectly  prepared  to  stir  up  or,  at 
all  events,  to  side  with  a  movement  which  most  people  in 
this  country  deem  likely  to  introduce  inter-provincial  strife 
in  this  country,  and  it  is  perfectly  consistent  with  such  a 
policy  that  the  hon.  gentleman  should  introduce  into  Canada 
the  question  and  press  home  to  the  minds  and  hearts  of  the 
people  the  question  wbioh  he  has  now  introduced*  Neverthe- 
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less,  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  will  find  that  he  has  not 
succeeded  in  doing  anything  so  very  clever  as  probably  he 
supposes  hie  is  doing.  At  any  rate,  he  has  done  something 
dangerons  in  tbe  hope  of  doing  something  clever.  Sir,  1 
say  tKe  hon.  gentleman  has  gone  out  of  his  wny  to  do  this, 
because  on  the  last  occasion  when  this  question  was  before 
this  House,  at  a  time  when  it  was  very  differently  viewed 
aud  regarded  both  in  this  country  and  in  the  mother  country 
from  the  manner  in  which  it  is  regarded  to  day,  the  Govern- 
ment of  Mr. 'Gladstone,  by  the  mouth  of  his  Colonial  Secre- 
tary, informed  us  that  it  was  not  a  question  with  which  we 
ought  to  intermeddle  at  all.  Yet  notwithstanding  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  proposes  that  we  shall  open  up  this  question. 

Mr.  MILLS.    He  has  changed  his  raind  and  we  haven't. 

Mr.  MoNBILL.  Yes,  Gladstone  has  changed  his  mind  ; 
and  jtist  bedause  he  has  changed  his  mind  under  certain 
circumstances,  we  are  now,  forsooth,  to  go  to  him  and  say 
to  hitn  :  Will  you  kindly  allow  us  to  advise  you  now,  be- 
cause it  suits  you,  while  before  you  told  us  in  cool  blood 
that  it  was  not  a  thing  we  should  meddle  with  ?  Mr.  Glad- 
stoVie  at  that  time  was  able  to  advise  us  on  the  subject  in 
cold  blood.  He  finds  himself  to-day  in  a  very  different 
position.  He  finds  that  in  his  attempt  introduce  this  ques- 
tion into  the  House  of  Commons,  he  has  shattered  his  party 
in  England ;  he  has  driven  from  his  banner  almost  all  the 
names  that  have  shed  lustre  on  the  Liberal  party  of 
England  during  the  latter '  part  of  this  century.  I  ask, 
wh'ere  is  Mti  Bright  tb  be  found  to-day  ?  Where  is 
MrJ'  Hartington  7  Where  is  Mr.  Chamberlain  ?  Where 
is  Mr.  Gladstone's  late  Attorney-General,  Mr.  Jamea? 
Where  is  Mr.  Dilke  ?  Where  is  Mr.  Goschen  ?  Where 
is  Mr,  Gladstone's  late  Irish  Secretary,  Mr.  Trevelyan  7 
Where  is  that  other  Irish  Secretary,  that  great  man  who  up 
to  thejwry  last  moment  before  his  Imperial  spirit  fled,  was 
found  ^opposition,  as  they  all  are,  to  this  proposal  of  Mr. 
Gladstone?  And  because,  forsooth,  Mr.  Gladstone  find^ 
himself  in  that  position,  and  is  glad  to  pickup  any  little 
crumbs  of  comfort  that  he  call  find  here,  there,  and  every- 
where, we,  the  Canadian  Houi^e  of  Commons,  are  to  be 
asked  to  say  to  him  :  You  would  not  accept  our  advice  before 
— ^pray  accept  it  to-day;  and  in  order  to  place  ourselves 
in  that  position,  we  have  a  question  introduced  which  will 
sow  discord  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  Canada. 
But,  for  my  part,  I  venture  to  say  that  I  am  as  much 
entitled  to  speak  here  on  behalf  of  Ireland  as  any  man  in 
this  House.  1  am  not  only  an  Irishman  by  descent,  but  by 
birth ;  I  spent  my  childhood,  my  boyhood,  and  a  part  of  my 
manhood  in  Ireland ;  and  I  do  not  speak  of  this  matter  from 
the  theory,  but  from  actual  knowledge.  There  is  not  any  per- 
son inside  or  outside  this  House  in  Canada  who  loves  Ireland 
more  dearly  than  I  do.  My  home  was  there,  my  father  and 
mother  are  buried  there,  and  I  have  dear  relatives  and 
friends  there  to-day.  I  claim  to  have  as  much  right  to 
speak  on  behalf  of  Ireland  as  any  man  in  this  House  or  this 
country,  wha  ever  he  may  call  himself,  and  if  I  thought  the 
measure  introduced  by  Mr.  Gladstone  would  be  for  the 
benefit  of  Ireland  I  would  support  it  as  heartily  as  anyone  ; 
but  I  do  not  support  the  hon.  gentleman's  resolution,  be- 
cause it  practically  supports  that  measure  ;  it  practically 
amounts  to  this,  that  if  we  pass  it,  we  shall  be  endorsing 
Mr.  Gladstone's  action. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  McNBILL.  Hon.  gentlemen  know  perfectly  well  that 

if  that  resolution  is  sent  over,  it  will  simply  be  used  by  Mr. 

Gladstone  as  an  argument  to  strengthen  his  position. 
Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear.  I 
Mr.  MoNBILL.    I  am  glad  to  hear  hon.  gentlemen  I 

admit  that.    Now,  what  is  that  measure  of  Mr.  Gladstoue  ? 

It  is  not  a  measure  which  is  calculated  to  settle  the  Irish 
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question ;  it  is  not  only  very  far  from  that,  bat  if  it  is 
passed  into  law,  we  shall  find  that  it  will  be  only  the 
beginning  of  trouble  and  discord  in  Ireland.  It  is  not  in  any 
degree  such  a  measure  as  this  House  expressed  approval  of 
in  1882;  it  is  the  very  opposite.  What  was  it  that  this  House 
said  in  1882  ?  It  was  this,  that  if  it  was  consistent  with  the 
safety  of  the  Empire,  and  with  the  safe-guarding  of  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  the  minority,  some  kind  of  Federal 
Home  Eule  would  be  advantageous  for  Ireland.  Is  it 
Federal  Home  Rule  which  is  proposed  now  7  It  is  the 
very  opposite.  So  far  from  being  a  measure  of  a  federal 
nature,  a  measure  which  would  afford  an  opportunity  to  the 
different  Provinces  of  Ireland  to  express  their  views  and  to 
pass  their  own  laws,  it  is  exactly  similar  to  what  a  meas- 
ure for  legislative  union  would  be  in  Canada.  It  '  is 
just  as  if  we  passed  a  measure  preventing  the  people  of  the 
Province  of  Quebec  from  dealing  with  their  owtl  affairs. 
There  exists  in  Ireland,  as  is  very  well  known,  a  very 
curious  parallel  to  the  condition  of  things  in  this  country. 
In  the  Province  of  Ulster  in  Ireland,  there  fixists  a  condi- 
tion of  things  very  much  like  what  we  have  in  the  Province 
of  Quebec.  The  people  of  the  Province  of  Ulster  are  dis- 
similar to  a  great  extent  in  their  sentiments  and  their  reli- 
gion from  the  Lulk  of  the  people  of  the  other  Provinces. 
Now,  the  measure  proposed  in  this  House  in  1882  was  a 
federal  measure  which  would  give  those  people  an  oppor- 
tunity of  safe-guarding  their  own  interests  as  a  separate 
Province.  The  measure  the  hon.  gentleman  is  supporting 
is  one  of  a  perfectly  different  nature.  It  is  one  which  will 
prevent  those  people  from  having  any  control  over  their 
own  affairs,  but  which  will  put  them  under  the  heel  of 
the  people  of  the  other  three  Provinces  of  Ireland. 
But,  Sir,  the  measure  proposed  by  Mr.  Gladstone 
is  a  measure  degrading  to  Ireland  and  the  Irish  people.  It 
is  a  measure  which  deprives  Ireland  and  the  Irish  people 
of  any  voice  whatever  in  Imperial  affairs.  It  reduces  them 
to  the  rank  of  a  mere  Province,  without  the  right  to  say 
one  solitary  word  with  reference  to  any  Imperial  question. 
Bat  my  main  objection  to  the  resolution  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  proposed  is  this,  that  the  measure  which  Mr.  Gladstone 
has  introduced,  so  far  from  being  the  simple  measure  so 
eloquently  described  by  the  hon.  member  from  Grey,  is  so 
complicated  and  so  dangerous  a  measure  that  it  has  re- 
sulted in  the  disruption  of  Mr.  Gladstone's  own  party,  and 
has  driven  from  his  side  many  of  his  best  and  ablest  sup- 
porters. Furthermore,  if  it  should  pass,  it  will  simply 
enable  those  who  desire  to  sever  Ireland  altogether 
from  England,  more  strongly  and  more  effectually  to 
carry  out  their  designs.  I  say  that  from  my  practical  know- 
ledge and  experience  of  the  feelings  of  many  of  the  Irish 
people.  I  say  it  also  because  of  the  utterances  of  those  who 
are  called  the  Hone  Rulers  in  Ireland.  I  say  it  because  of 
the  mottoes  which  you  find  inscribed  on  banners  ah'd  flags 
at  Home  Rule  meetings.  I  say  it  because  of  the  statements, 
more  especially,  that  have  fallen  from  the  lips  of  the  leader 
of  the  movement,,  Mr.  Parnell  himself,  who  stated,  in  Ireland, 
that  he  never  would  have  taken  off  his  coat  to  go  at  this 
work  had  it  not  been  that  by  doing  so  he  would  be  able  to 
sever  the  last  link  that  bound  Ireland  to  England  ;  and, 
moreover,  because  I  know,  from  the  expressions  we  have 
seen  from  time  to  time  published  in  the  press,  that  those 
are  the  views  and  sentiments  of  thousands  in  the  United 
States  who  have  lent  to  these  people,  not  only  the  sinews 
of  war  in  a  monetary  sense,  but  in  another  sense  also. 
Therefore  it  is,  that  t  cannot  support  the  hon.  gentleman's 
resolution,  and  that  1  shall  feel  obliged  to  support  the  amend- 
ment. I  think  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen)  only  makes  the  matter  worse. 
I  shall  support  the  amendment  of  the  Minister  of  Inland 
Revenue,  because  it  expresses  this  view,  that  we  do  not  ask 
the  people  of  England  to  pass  any  measure  of  Home  Rule 
for  Ireland,  of  any  kind  or  description,  unless  that  measure 
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can  be  passed  in  such  a  way  as  to  seonre  the  unity  of  the 
Empire,  and  at  the  same  time  safeguard  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  tlie  minority  of  Ireland.  There  are  very  few 
Irishmen,  in  or  out  of  Ireland,  who  would  not  be  glad  to 
have  some  measure  or  other  of  greater  local  self-govern- 
ment for  Ireland  than  we  have  at  present,  but  under  the 
oircamstanoes  afad  for  the  reasons  I  have  expressed,  I  shall 
vote  Against  the  resolution  and  in  favor  of  the  amendment 
as  the  better  of  the  two. 

Mr.  HACKBTT.  Although  the  resolution  before  the 
House  does  not  strictly  affect  Canadian  interests,  still  I 
consider  it  my  duty  to  make  a  few  observations  in  regard 
to  it.  I  believe  Home  Rule  in  Ireland  would  add  to  the 
strength  of  the  Empire  and  unite  the  whole  people  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  in  one  solid  body.  For  this 
reason  I  support  the  principle,  of  Home  Eale,  In  1382, 
when  I  had  thfc  honor  of  being  a  member  of  this  House,  a 
resolution  was  introduced  by  the  Minister  of  Inland  Bevenue 
affirming  the  princip'e  of  Home  Uule.  An  attempt  is 
being  made  to  make  it  appear  that  the  hon,  gentleman  then 
was  actuated  not  by  motives  of  sincerity,  but  by  personal 
motives,  in  order  to  gain  popularity  with  a  certain  class . 
Being  fully  cognisant  of  the  facts  connected  with  the  intro- 
duction of  those  resolution  s,  I  can  speak  with  authority  and 
I  say  that  the  hon.  gentleman  was  not  actuated  by  mer- 
cenary motives  but  by  the  high  motives  of  patriotism.  He 
believed  that  at  that  time,  when  Mr.  Parnell  and  his  small 
band  of  Home  Eulers  were  struggling  for  Home  Eule  in 
Ireland,  it  was  particularly  becoming,  in  fact  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Canadian  Parliament,  to  move  a  resolution  in  favor  of 
Home  Eule,  thereby  encouraging  Mr.  Parnell  in  the  noble 
fight  he  was  making  and  strengthening  his  hands  at  every 
critical  moment.  Th^t  resolution  passed  unanimously,  and 
wss  forwarded  to  Her  Majesty.  What  was  the  answer  of 
Mt .  Gladstone  ?  He  said  :  Mind  your  own  business ;  we  are 
willing  to  take  your  advice  on  all  matters  connected  with 
Canada,  but  on  all  Imperial  affairs  we  can  only  consult  the 
Imperial  authority.  He  did  not  receive  our  address 
graciously,  but  now,  owing  to  the  skilful  manner  in  which 
the  agitation  for  Home  Eule  has  been  conducted  by  Mr. 
Parnell  and  his  coadjutors,  Mr.  Gladstone  is  forced,  by 
political  exigencies,  and  not  because  of  any  strong  feeling 
on  his  part  for  ihe  Irish  people,,  to  introduce  his  measure.  He 
has  introduced  it,  mainly  , because  he  believed  that  Mr.  Par- 
nell would  eventually  foroe  Home  Eule  on  the  Pailiament 
of  Britain,  and  th(it  it  was  necessary  to  anticipate 
such  ^n  event.  B^ieying  that  the  resolution  in  1882 
was  sent  at  a  time  when  it  would  do  the  most  bene- 
fit,"^ I  arrived  at  the  conclusion,  on  consultation  with  other 
gentlemen  of  Irish  extraction  in  this  Parliament,  that  we 
sbould  rest  our  rec  )rd  op  that.  had  there  before  the 

British  Government  the  resolution  of  1882,  showing  that 
the  people  of  Canada  were  strpngly  in  favor  of  Home  Eule, 
and  as  no  actiop  has  been  laken  since  then,  as  our  resolution 
has  remained  uncontradicted,  we  consider  it  was  in  the 
interests  ot  Ireland  that  no  resolution  should  now  be  intro- 
duced, which  would  not  meet  with  unanimous  support,  as, 
instead  of  strengthening  Mr.  Gladstone's  hands,  such  resolu- 
tion would  have  a  depressing  effect.  It  was  rather  astonish- 
ing to  find,  the  other  evening,  that  the  leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition had  introduced  his  motion  as  an  amendment  to  go 
into' Supply,  and  then  compared  his  resolution  with  that  of 
188^.  I  maintain  there  is  no  cpniparisqn  wbateyor.  The 
Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  gave  full  notice  of  his  resolution. 
Mr.  MILL!.  No. 

Mr.  HACKETT.    Tbe  notice  was  considered  sufficient. 
Mr,,  MILLS.    No,  it  was  changed  and  another  motion 
brought  in. 

Mr.  HACKETT.  Well,  the  motion  affirmed  the  princi- 
ple of  Home  Bule,  and  hOn.  gCntleiiietl^ere' full^  aware  It 


would  be  brought.  It  was  found  that  owing  to  the  business 
of  the  Session,  it  would  be  impossible  to  reach  the  motion 
in  due  course,  and  the  right  hon,  the  leader  of  the  Govern- 
ment consented  to  allow  the  hon.  gentleman  to  move  it  in 
amendment  to  Supply;  but  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
introduced  his  resolution  without  giving  notice.  No  hon. 
gentleman  on  this  side  had  any  intimation  that  the  resolu- 
tion would  be  introduced,  but  the  hon,  gentlemen  asked : 
Why  did  not  we  consult  with  the  Irish  members  of  the 
Opposition,  My  experience  of  those  gentlemen  would  not 
lead  me  to  consult  them  on  a  matter  of  this  kindl  In  1882, 
when  the  Minister  of  Inland  Eevenue,  in  his  zeal  for  the 
Irish  cause,  invited  leading  gentlemen  on  that  side  to  meet 
him  and  discuss  the  matter,  a  meeting  was  held  at  which  it 
was  decided  to  appoint  a  committee  composed  of  hon. 
gentlemen  on  both  sides  who  would  wait  on  the  right  hon. 
the  leader  of  the  Government  and  the  hon,  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition,  and  endeavor  to  obtain  their  support  to  a 
resolution  in  favor  of  Home  Eale.  To  Our  great  surprise, 
when  the  committee  was  named,  a  prominent  gentleman  on 
that  side,  Mr.  Anglin,  who  was  placed  on  the  committe  said : 
I  will  have  nothing  farther  to  do  with  you,  and  walked 
out  of  the  room.  That  was  the  way  a  leading  Irishman, 
who  should  have  taken  an  active  part  in  introducing  the 
measure,  acted.  After  being  appointed  to  the  committee 
to  wait  upon  the  leader  of  both  great  parties,  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  not  consent  to  anything  of  the  kind,  and 
walked  out  of  the  room,  leaving  there  gentlemen  of  less 
experience,  and  ability  to  endeavor,  as  best  they  could,  to 
carry  through  this  important  resolution.  Therefore  I 
say  the  experience  we  had  on  that  occasion  would  not  lead 
us  again  to  consult  those  hon.  gentlemen  on  matters  of 
so  important  a  character.  The  hon.  member  for  South 
Grey  (Mr.  Landerkin)  said  the  hon.  Minister  of  Inland 
Eevenue  should  have  spoken  now,  that  he  should  not  have 
spoken  before.  Of  course  in  that  he  was  only  repeating 
what  was  said  by  his  leader.  I  say  the  time  the  resolution 
was  sent  over  in  1882  was  the  most  important  time,  that  now 
when  the  victory  is  almost  won,  now  at  the  very  threshold 
of  BUCoeSB,  after  they  have  been  battling  and  contending 
with  t-  e  great  powers  they  had  to  contend  against  in  Ire- 
land, t  lose  gentlemen  who  have  succeeded  in  obtaining  this 
for  Ireland,  though  we  should  congratulate  thom  upon  their 
great  success,  still  1882  was  the  time  when  they 
needed  help  and  not  now  when  they  have  almost  oh-^ 
tained  victory.  Therefore,  though  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
quite  correct  in  that  statement,  that  these  resolutions  may 
have  a  good  effect,  and  may  in  sonie  way  strengthen  thp 
hands  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  the  time  to  figbt  for  liberty  is 
not  alter  the  fetters  have  been  struck  off  the  feet  of  ihe 
slave;  it  is  not  then  that  you  are  to  come  forward  to  sup- 
port him;  the  time  to  support  him  is  when  he  is  dosvu, 
when  he  is  struggling  for  liberty,  and  not  when  he  has,  ob- 
tained it.  The  hon.  gentlemen  in  opposition,  preteqii  now 
to  be  very  strongly  in  favor  of  Home  Rule  for  Ireland ;  but 
during  the  five  years  they  were  in  potyer  what  wa^  done  ? 
Did  they  introduce  a  resolution  in  favor  of  Home,  Rule? 
Was  not  this  question  as  important  then  as  it  is  now  ?  Did 
not  Parnell  in  1876,  and  Biggar,  and  those  men  who  were 
oontepding  with  him  at  that  time,  and  Mr.  Butt,  who  was 
then  the  leader  of  the  Home  Eule  movement,  want  that 
moral  support  from  the  people  of  Canada,  and  the,  whole 
world,  that  Gladstone  wants  now  ?  Yes,  they  did.  Those 
were  the  dark  days,  when  every  man  in  Ireland  was  strug- 
gling against  the  greatest  odds.  Those  were  the  days  when 
some  support  should  have  been  given  to  them  by  the  peo- 
ple'of  Cinada.  But  during  the 'five  years  that  they  were  in 
power  there  was  not  one  word  about  Hqmp  Eale; 
not  one  word  in  the  Parliament  of  Canada  to  encour- 
age those  brave  men  who  were  fighting  for  Home 
Eule.  Bat  now  they  are  boHing  over  with  enthusiasm  in 
favor  9^  Home  Rafe,  ^hey  are  bftrstipg,  >yith  their  leryor  for 
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Home  Rule,  after  they  see  that  Parnell  and  the  men  who 
co-operated  with  him  have  almost  aohieved  snooess,  whoa  a 
measure  has  been  introduced  into  the  Imperial  Parliament 
which  will  probably  be  carried  through,  although  in  its 
present  shape  it  is  not  such  a  measure  as  I  would  care  to 
see;  because,  I  think,  if  the  Irish  people  are  not  represented 
at  Westminster,  they  are  deprived  of  their  representation  in 
matters  of  great-  importance  affecting  their  interests  ;  and 
1  hope  to  see  before  the  Bill  becomes  law  that  it  will  be 
amended  in ithat  respect.  I  do  not  know  that  I  need  con- 
tinue this  subject  further  than  to  pass  a  remark  on  what  was 
said  by  the  hon,  member  for  Muskoka  (Mr.  O'Brien).  He 
spoke  with  great  warmth,  and  I  have  no  doubt  with  great 
sincerity.  He  said  that  no  Protestant  in  Ireland  was  actually 
in  favor  of  Home  Rale,  He  must  have  read  history  astray. 
Is  not  Mr.  Parnell  a  Protestant,  as  good  a  prolestant  probably 
as  the  hon.  member  ?  Is  he  not  the  apostle  of  Home  Eule  in 
Ireland  at  this  time  ?  Is  not  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy  a  Protestant, 
and  are  not  others  of  those  who  are  battling  for  Home  Rule  in 
Ireland  at  this  time,  and  fighting  the  battle  with  such  great 
success,  Protestants  ?  They  are  Protestants,  and  it  is  for 
that  reason  that  Irish  Catholics  should  stand  by  them. 
There  is,  of  course,  a  very  respectable  minority  in  Ireland 
opposed  to  Home  Rule,  but  it  is  hoped  and  believed  that 
this  measure  will  afford  to  these  people  the  same  protection 
in  their  rights  and  privileges  as  is  afforded  to  the  minority 
in  Quebec  and  to  the  minority  in  Ontario.  It  is  a  part  of 
our  Federal  Government  tliat  could  be  very  fairly  put  in 
force,  and,  with  these  amendments,  I  am  sure  that  those 
people  in  the  north  of  Ireland  who  are  now  opposed  to 
Home  Rule  will  be  reconciled  to  it  and  will  see  eventually 
that  Mr.  Pai  nell  and  those  sincere  Protestants  who  work 
with  him  are  patriots  as  well,  and  are  working  in  the  inter- 
ests of  the  whole  country.  But,  after  the  snub  we  received 
in  sending  home  the  address  of  1882,  I  think  it  would  be 
quite  improper  again  to  send  an  address  of  a  similar  char- 
acter. I  think  we  should  do  as  they  did  in  the  Parliament 
of  Quebec,  simply  pass  a  resolution  affirming  the  principle  of 
Home  Rule.  They  are  proposing  to  pursue  a  similar  course  in 
the  liegislature  of  Nova  Scotia,  and,  in  view  of  that  fact, 
I  support  the  resolution  of  the  hon .  the  Minister  of  Inland 
Revenue  in  amendment  to  the  main  motion  of  the  hon .  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition.  I  believe  that  resolution  is 
more  in  accordance  with  the  genius  and  spirit  and  the 
dignity  of  the  people  of  Ciinada  and  that,  after  being  treated 
in  the  insolent  manner  in  which  we  were  treated  in  1882 
after  the  passage  of  that  address  here  and  after  having  it 
sent  to  Her  Majesty  and  after  having  received  the  very 
insolent  reply  from  Lird  Kimberley,  we  should  not  alio sv 
ourselves  again  perhaps  to  be  treated  in  a  similar  way.  I 
therefore  support  the  motion  of  the  Minister  of  Inland 
Revenue,  as  it  affirms  the  principle  of  Home  Rule  as  fully 
as  the  resolutions  of  1S82,  which  have  been  quoted  so 
approvingly  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 

Mr.  ALLEN^.  [  desire  to  say  a  few  words  on  thU 
important  subject  before  the  vote  is  taken,  being  an  Irish- 
men by  birth,  having  lived  in  that  country  for  nineteen 
years,  knowing  that  oppression  reigns  in  that  country, 
knowing  and  believing  by  past  experience  that  that  country 
has  been  badly  managed,  that  there  have  been  griev- 
ances for  the  past  five  hundred  years,  that  no  stateman 
for  the  past  two  hundred  years  has  been  able  to  grapple 
with  the  affairs  of  that  country.  To  day  we  find  that  there 
is  such  a  gentleman  who  wUl  stand  up  in  the  House  of  Par- 
liament in  England  and  advocate  the  rights  of  Ireland  and 
the  rights  of  Irishmen,  while  many  in  this  country  and  in 
other  countries  deny  the  fact  that  Irishmen  are  compe- 
tent or  deserving  to  govern  themselves.  It  is  a  slander 
which  we  do  not  deserve.  Irishmen  are  able  to  take  their 
position  in  all  B-itish  dependencies  in  any  part  of  the  world. 
They  are  competent  and  able  to  take  a  position  on  every 
iHf,  Haoeett, 


platform.  We  find  them  so  in  evety  department.  I  learned 
with  a  great  deal  of  satisfaction  and  pleasure,  a  few  weeks 
ago,  that  the  hon.  member  for  Moiitreal  Centre  ( Mr.  Cur- 
ran)  has  prepared  a  resolution  on  this  very  subject.  I 
was  very  much  disappointed  when  I  heard  afterwards  that 
for  some  reason  he  had  abandoned  the  idea.  Later,  I  heard 
with  pleasure  that  a  deputation  from  an  Irish  society  waited 
on  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  and  that  he  was  about 
to  bring  forward  a  resolution  to  the  same  effect. 
Bat,  Sir,  I  was  the  more  disappointed  when  I  learned  that 
ho  refused  to  bring  forward  this  motion,  which  was  similar 
to  the  one  brought  forward  by  him  in  1882.  The  grievances 
of  that  lovely  and  down-trodden  country  are  in  the  ears  and 
in  the  mouths  of  all  countries  around  us.  We  know  there 
are  grievances  there.  If  there  had  not  been  grievances  in 
that  country,  it  would  be  to-day  the  most  lovely,  fertile  and 
happy  country  in  the  world.  While  we  here  enjoy  Home 
Rule  to  our  heart's  content,  are  we  willing  to  sit  down  and 
say  that  our  mother  country  shall  not  enjoy  the  same  privi- 
lege ?  We  have  a  population  of  not  quite  5,000,000  inhabi- 
tants, and  we  find  that  Ireland  contains  5,300,000.  I  hold  in 
my  hand  a  report  of  the  last  general  election  in  Ireland,  and 
I  find  in  my  native  country,  which  has  sent  Conservative 
members  to.the  English  Parliament,  probably  for  30  years 
out  of  40,  in  the  north  riding  of  that  county,  the  Nationalist 
candidate  received  5,268  votes,  while  the  Conserva- 
tive candidate,  one  of  the  most  popular  gentlemen 
in  the  county,  received  only  772.  In  the  south  division 
of  the  county  of  Sligo,  of  which  I  am  a  native,  the 
Nationalist  received  4,610,  while  the  Conservative  received 
only  541.  This  is  in  the  north-west  part  of  Ireland.  But 
I  will  refer  to  the  northern  counties  of  Ireland.  I  find  in 
the  county  of  Cavan,  one  of  the  Protestant  counties  of 
Ireland,  that  in  the  east  division  the  Nationalist  candidate 
was  returned  unopposed.  In  the  west  division  the 
Nationalist  received  6,425  votes,  while  the  Conservative 
received  only  1,7'79.  In  the  county  of  Donegal  the  National- 
ist received  4,597,  while  the  Loyalist  received  only  952. 
In  the  east  division  of  the  same  county,  the  "Nationalist 
received  4,089,  while  the  Liberal  candidate  received  only 
2,992.  In  the  west  division  of  the  same  county  the 
Nationalist  was  returned  unopposed.  In  the  south  division 
the  Nationalist  received  5,505,  and  the  Loyalist,  1,379. 
In  the  county  of  Down,  one  of  the  most  populous  Protestant 
counties  in  Ireland,  in  the  north  division  the  Conservative 
received  4,315,  and  the  Liberal  2,841.  The  most  strongly 
Protestant  county  in  Ireland  is  that  wherein  Belfast 
is  situated.  We  find  there  that  although  the  Protestants 
predominate,  the  Conservative  majority  was  veiy  small. 
We  find  that  Mr.  Johnston  was  the  only  gentle- 
man in  all  Ireland  who  really  received  a  large  majority. 
He  received  3,610,  while  the  Liberal  received  only  990,  and 
the  Conservative,  871 .  Now,  if  we  turn  from  these  to  othier 
counties,  we  find  that  in  the  county  of  Londonderry, 
another  Protestant  county,  the  Conservative  only  received 
5,  It'O  votes,  while  the  Liberal  received  3,017.  In  the  south 
division  a  Nationalist  was  elected.  In  the  county  of  Derry 
a  Conservative  was  elected  by  1,8-24  votes,  and  the  National- 
ist received  1,792.  In  the  country  of  Tyrone  a  Conserva- 
tive was  elected  in  the  north  division.  If  we  turn  to  the 
south  of  Ireland,  we  find  that  in  the  county  of  Cork,  the 
Nationalist  received  5,033,  and  the  Unionist  106.  But  there 
are  even  larger  majorities  than  that.  We  find  in  one 
country  that  4,953  votes  were  given  to  the  Nationalist, 
while  the  Conservative  received  only  75.  Now,  Sir,  in  a 
county  of  5,300,000,  where  they  give  such  a  decided 
expression  of  a  desire  to  govern  themselves  electing  eighty- 
four  Nationalists  to  seventeen  Conservatives,  where  there 
has  been  such  dissatisfaction  with  the  Government  of  Eng- 
land, are  they  not  entitled  to  some  consideration  under  a 
constitutional  government?  Look  at  the  results  of  the 
Government  in  past  years.   At  the  time  of  the  disestablish- 
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for  her  very  existence.  What  do  we  fiad  further  ?  That 
the  foreign  and  colonial  policy  of  the  British  Government 
will  have  no  interest  for  the  people  of  Ireland.  No  portion 
of  the  British  Empire  has  done  more  to  build  up  our  foreign 
and  colonial  possessions  than  has  the  Irish  rai;e.  No  por- 
tion of  the  British  Empire  has  contributed  braver  soldiers 
to  assist  in  fighting  the  battles  of  Great  Britain  than  has 
Ireland ;  yet,  if  this  measure  becomes  law  Irishmen  will  have 
no  ohanco  of  obtaining  position  or  promotion  in  the  British 
forces,  because  by  the  law  Ireland  will  not  be  called  upon 
to  take  part  in  the  defence  of  tho  British  Empire,  and  instead 
of  the  people  being  active  in  assisting  to  maintain  the  supre- 
macy of  the  British  Empire,  they  may  be  found  on  the  other 
side,  because,  having  no  direct  and  pecuniary  interest  in  the 
result  of  the  conflict,  other  circumstances  mav  prevail  which 
might  cause  them  to  take  the  other  side.  We  find  still  <ur- 
ther  in  Mr.  Gladstone's  Bill,  which  the  member  for  West 
Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  asks  us  to  approve,  that  while  the 
whole  control  of  Excise  and  Oastorus  is  taken  from  Ireland 
and  centred  in  Great  Britain,  not  an  Irish  member  will  be 
a  representative  in  the  Imperial  Parliament  at  Westminster. 
The  Parliament  at  Westminster  will  make  miny  of  the  laws 
for  Ireland,  impose  the  taxes  for  revenue  and  do  many  other 
acts,  but  yet  she  will  not  have  a  voice  at  Westminster.  How 
long  will  Ireland  tolerate  such  a  gross  injustice  ?  That  one 
thing  in  itself  contains  the  elements  of  dissolution  of 
the  union  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  the 
elements  of  discord  which  will  sever  the  Empire  if 
Mr.  Gladstone's  measure  becomes  law.  But  though  we 
may  in  the  abstract  pass  resolutions  that  we  think  may 
be  of  benefit  to  Ireland,  yet  the  Irish  people  themselves  are 
the  best  judges  of  their  own  position.  What  do  we  find? 
A  large  portion  of  the  Irish  people,  25  per  cent,  of  the 
whole,  and,  practically,  the  whole  Protestanis  of  Ireland 
are  bitterly  opposed  to  Mr.  Gladstone's  scheme,  while  the 
Home  Kulers  themselves  have  not  expressed  approval,  but 
have  taken  it,  as  Mr.  Davitt  s.iys,  as  an  instalment  of  what 
is  to  come.  The  Protestants,  I  repeat,  have,  with  great 
unanimity,  expressel  their  opposition  to  Mr.  Gladstone's 
Home  Bule  scheme.  I  have  here  the  words  of  a  dittia- 
guished  English  statesman,  one  of  the  leading  members  of 
the  Liberal  party,  and  one  who  cannot  support  Mr.  Glad- 
stone's Home  Rule  scheme.    He  says: 


 J  pros 

perons  at  it  has  been  since  it  has  been  self-sustaining  ;  

and  I  believe  self  government  in  Ireland  in  local  matters 
will  remove  agitation  and  unite  bonds  of  friendship  which  has 
not  existed  the  past  century.  Sir,  are  we  afraid  or  ashamed 
to  stand  up  for  our  rights  and  again  ask  Her  Majesty  to 
consider  a  resolution  from  this  House  ?  Is  it  true  that  we 
have  been  insulted  ?  Why,  Sir,  we  are  entitled  to  our 
rights  as  British  subjects,  we  are  entitled  to  our  privileges 
as  an  independent  people,  and  I  say  we  should  stand  up  for 
the  same  rights  which  we  asked  for  in  1882,  and  again  give 
our  advice  to  the  Home  Government  to  take  into  considera- 
tion the  question  of  justice  to  that  country  which  we  love 
so  much.  I  hope  this  House  will  support  unanimously  the 
resolution  as  submitted,  and  J,  for  one,  will  support  the  reso- 
lution as  submitted,  or  the  amendment  of  the  hon,  member 
for  North  Wellington  (Mr.  MoMuUen), 

Mr.  WALLACE  (  Tork).  I  desire  to  make  a  few  remarks 
on  the  resolution  before  the  House.  Two  days  ago,  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Durham  sprung  a  resolution  upon  the 
House.  He  had  evidently  not  sufficient  time  to  prepare  his 
resolution  with  sufficient  care,  because  we  find  that  he  has  had 
to  avail  himself  of  the  literary  abilities  of  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen)  to  assist  him  in  perfecting 
his  resolution.  Sir,  I  do  not  think  that  the  resolution  proposed 
by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Darham  will  meet  with  the 
approval  of  this  House,  because  it  asks  this  House  to  affirm 
the  principle  of  Mr.  Gladstone's  Bill  giving  a  measure  of 
Home  Eule  to  Ireland.  There  are  many  people  who  will 
favor  Home  Eule  if  it  is  a  fair  and  equitable  measure,  but  who 
oppose  the  scheme  of  Mr.  Gladstone  because  of  its  gross  in- 
justice, and  the  manifest  failure  that  will  attend  it  if  i  t  should 
become  law.  For  myself,  I  can  say  that  if  Home  Eule  in 
Ireland  means  such  home  rule  as  we  have  in  Canada,  if  it 
means  those  rights  of  local  government  which  we  find  so 
beneficial  in  our  own  country,  I  favor  such  a  measure  of 
Home  Eule.  But  if  Home  Eule  in  Ireland  means,  as  many 
people  believe  it  does,  the  dismemberment  oi  the  Empire, 
then  Canada  will  be  strongly  opposed  to  such  a  measure. 
Mr.  Parnell,  who  is  at  the  head  of  the  Home  Eule  party,  is 
a  man  with  great  d  reotness  of  purpose ;  he  states  his  desires 
and  wishes  pretty  plainly,  and  in  his  course  he  has  not  devi- 
ated  very  much  from  his  first  purpose.  And  what  does  he 
tell  us  ?  In  a  speech  delivered  by  him  at  Cincinnati,  on 
23rd  February,  1880,  on  the  Iiish  question,  he  said  : 

"  None  of  ns,  whether  in  imerica  or  in  Ireland,  or  wherever  we  may 
be,  will  be  satisfied  until  we  have  destroyed  the  last  link  which  keeps 
Irelaod  bound  to  England." 

That  was  the  policy  which  Mr;  Parnell  in  1880  enunciated 
when  adressing  the  people  of  Cinoinnatti.  We  find  Mr. 
Parnell's  course  and  policy  since  then  have  not  varied. 
What  was  his  policy  then  is  evidently  his  policy  to-day.  I 
am  afraid  the  measure  proposed  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  which 
is  supposed  to  be  for  the  better  government  of  Ireland 
will  have  the  effect  of  carrying  out  Mr.  Parnell's  policy, 
for  we  find  when  we  examine  Mr.  Gladstone's  Bill,  which 
we  are  asked  by  the  resolution  proposed  by  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  to  sanction  and  afford  our  moral  support, 
indicates  this.    What  do  we  find  in  the  Bill  ?    Mr.  Davitt 


We  have  been  accustomed,  perhaps  a  little  too  much,  to  talk  of 
IreUud  as  it  it  were  one  people.  There  are  two  nations  in  Ireland  (hear, 
,)  two  communities  separated  by  religion,  by  race,  by  politics,  by 
social  conditions.  There  are  in  Ireland  at  this  moment  somnhiog  like 
one  and  a  quarter  millions  oi  Protestaacs,  most  of  them  in  the  province 
of  Ulster,  a  great  number  ia  Diblin,  and  otherd  scattered  up  and  down 
the  country  in  little  groups  everywhere,  working  oat  their  esistence  by 
becoming  the  centre  of  honest,  praiseworthy  industry  and  enterprise 
(cheers).  This  minority— it  is  nrt  a  small  one  (hear,  hear),  it  is  one 
quarter  of  the  whole  population — through  gooi  repute  and  evil  repute 
has  been  loyal  to  the  British  connection  (cheers)  It  has  been  indus- 
trious and  it  has  been  prosperous.  They  are  bitterlv  oppoggd  to  this 
scheme,  rightly  or  wrongly.  Onder  the  protection  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment they  have  lived  on  terms  of  amity  with  their  Roman  Oatho'io 
neighbors.  They  believe  that  their  property,  their  religion,  aye  and 
their  lives,  could  not  safely  be  trusted  to  a  Nationalist  Parliament  in 
Dublin  (cheers).  For  my  part,  I  hate  coercion,  and  I  am  not  disposed  to 
coerce  these  men  by  British  suldiers  (hear,  hear  and  cheers).  I  am  not 
prepared  to  iisregard  altogether  their  wishes  and  their  feelings  (hear, 
hear).    I  think  thaf,  they  are  entitled  to  some  consideration  from  the 

whetrr^\tV^!^Sr  """'^  \\  ''''''''  "'"^  arrangements  and    ^'^''^rVaXd  now  S^^pledre  'll^ZZ'T^^'^^'r^  ^^'^^^ 

mfestinn     R„  T.^l  *  P^f,™""'"'  Settlement  of  the    extent,  as  I  shall  show  you'^directly,  of  150  millioas  (hear,  hear)  for  tho 

question.  He  said  that  was  as  unreasonable  as  to  ask  him  after  he  had  benefit  of  the  Irish  landlords  (oh,  iLi  shame)  who,  as  Mr  Gladstone  has 
_frain  from  demanding  his  dinner  and  his  supper.  '  shown  himself  in  the  speech  wioh  he  made  in  iutrolucing  the  Land  Pur 
lavut,  but  do  not  be  led  astray  :  |  chase  Bill,  have  not  always  had  a  blameless  record  in  the  past.    We  ate ' 

If  Mr.  Gladstone's  measure  becomes  the  law  of  the  British  '2''^  "''^  enortnous  liability  is  a  duty  laid  upon  us  by  the  misdeeds 
■Rlmniro  tKcFi  TTT/i  tttIii         '  e  a  T    i     J      -ii    of  ouf  anccstors— that  is,  an  obligation  of  honor  ("Notatall  ")  But 

mpire,  then  we  Will  find  m  case  of  war  that  Ireland  will  theq  is  there  no  obligatioi  of  honor  to  that  great  Protestant  minority 
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of  one  and  a  half  millio  js  who,  at  all  OTents  in  recent  times,  have  never 
committed  any  act  of  opp.-esaiou,  who  hr.re  neve-  'ent  their.  ;lves  to 
violence  or  disorder  (chee.s),  whose  patient  indnstry  has  co  ;ribated 
more  to  the  prosperity  of  Ireland  than  all  the  agitators  that  ever  lived 
(Icjd  cheers,)  and  who  even  now  are  giving  in  .he  shape  of  taxition,  in 
the  Shane  of  enterprise  in  the  shape  of  all  that  can  come  from  enlightened 
citizenship  as  much  as  all  the  rest  of  the  population  put  together." 

That  may  be  accepted  as  a  correct  statement  of  the  case,  aod 
•when  we  find  that  a  lar^e  portion  of  the  Irish  people!  the 
most  enterprising  and  wealthy  are  directly  opposed  to 
Home  Rule,  when  their  interests  are  not  considered  in  the 
scheme  proposed  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  I  think  we  should  be 
chary,  we  should  be  very  careful  how  we  recommend 
motions  of  which  we  do  not  know  the  purport.  The  hon. 
member  for  We-t  Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  on  a  recent  occasion 
could  not  proceed  with  a  resolution,  could  not  take  any 
action  in  a  certain  case  which  came  before  the  House, 
because  he  had  not  ei:fScient  papers.  He  was  living  in  this 
country,  was  cognizant  from  day  to  day  of  the  case  as  it 
progressed  ;  he  knew  all  the  circumstances  of  it,  but  in  con- 
eequenee  of  a  greater  number  of  papers  not  being  forth- 
coming he_  could  not  pronounce  judgment.  But  in  this 
most  intricate  question,  one  involving  great  issues,  one 
involving  the  prosperity  of  a  great  country — because 
Ireland  is  a  great  country — he  can  make  up  his  mind 
almost  in  a  moment's  notice  and  put  resolutions  on  the 
paper  endorsing  the  scheme  which  has  had  to  face 
the  opposition  of  Mr.  Gladstone's  own  political  party.  It 
looks  to  me—  perhaps  I  am  wrong — a  good  deal  like  toady 
ing  to  Mr.  Gladstone.  There  is  one  other  matter  to  which 
I  shall  refer,  which  has  already  been  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Centre  Wellington  (Mr.  Orton),  and  that 
is  the  fact  that  in  these  resolutions  of  Mr,  GUndstone,  the 
Customs  and  Excise,  the  power  of  putting  on  taxation,  the 
power  of  protecting  the  industries  of  the  country,  is  not 
given  to  Ireland,  but  is  retained  by  England,  Well,  I  had 
occasion  a  few  years  ago,  when  this  question  was  up  for 
consideration,  to  make  some  remarks,  and  I  then  said,  and 
I  repeat  now,  that  I  think  the  principal  case  of  Ireland's 
want  of  prosperity  is  the  fact  that  they  have  no  protection 
for  the  industries  of  the  people.  Mr.  Speaker,  no  country 
ever  became  great  or  prosperous  or  wealthy  without  manu- 
factures. There  is  no  instance  of  a  people  boojniinLf 
wealthy  through  agriculture  alone.  There  are  more  people  in 
Ireland  than  could  cultivate  perhaps  twice  as  much  ground 
as  they  have  here,  and  in  order  that  the  people  should  haye 
sufficient  employment  there  must  be  manufactures  in  that 
country.  They  have  very  few  manufactures  there  to-day,  and 
those  are  mostly  in  the  north  of  Ireland  where  we  find  the 
people  most  prosperous.  What  Ireland  requires  to  day  to  en- 
sure her  prosperity  and  give  employment  to  her  people,  to 
make  them  prosperous,  contented  and  satisfied  is  protection, 
and  the  enosuragement  to  build  up  the  manufacturing  indus- 
tries in  their  midst ;  and  while  these  are  lacking  I  venture  to 
predict  that  Ireland  will  not  have  a  career  of  great  prospe- 
rity. I  am  sorry  that,  with  all  Mr.  Gladstone's  ability, 'he 
has  been  unable,  and  perhaps  unwilling,  to  formulate  a 
scheme  by  which  manufactures  might  be  encouraged  in 
Ireland;  because  lam  convinced,  as  I  said  b  fore,  that 
Ireland  will  never  become  a  great,  prosperous  and  contented 
people  until  employment  is  given  to  her  population,  until 
they  have  various  manufactures  in  their  country,  and 
employment  is  given  by  manufactures  as  well  as  by  agri- 
culture to  the  people  of  that  great  country. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  If  the  question  of  the  fittest  motioii  to  be 
made,  of  what  motion  is  to  be  made  which  would  get  the 
greatest  measure  of  support  in  this  House  and  yet  accom- 
plish the  greatest  measure  of  assistancb  fbr  Ireland,  is  to  be 
solved  now,  on  the  floor  of  this  House  by  discussion  be- 
tween hon.  members  and  by  expressions  of  opinion  on  the 
different  forms  of  motion,  that  i-esponsibilily  does  not  lie  at 
my  docir,  because  when  I  was  in  a  position  in  which  I  was 
Mi-.  Wallace  (York), 


able  to  obtain  the  decision  of  tfe  House  upon  the  precise 
proposition  which  I  thought  moderate  ard  yet  the  best 
calculated  to  produce  that  result.  I  abandoned  that  position 
upon  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue 
that,  to  take  the  other  attitude  and  withdraw  my  motion 
and  to  accept -the  right  of  bringing  forward  my  views  in 
this  form,  might  produce  aresult,  after  conference,  of  agree- 
ment. The  hon.  Minister  of  Inlani  Revenue  in  inviting 
me  to  accede  to  the  suggestion  of  the  First  Minister  said: 
"  Therefore  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  should  withdraw  it.  Then  there 
would  be  an  opportunity  given  to  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  who,  he  thinks,  have  been  lax  in  their  duty,  to  conanlt  with  him. 
We  do  not  claim  that  anything  we  may  say  will  influence  his  views  • 
we  do  not  pretend  to  hope  that ;  but  I  think  we  are  entitled  to  say  to 
him  that,  feeling  as  much  interest  as  he  possibly  can  in  this  ques- 
tion, it  might  be  possible  for  us  to  agree  upon  a  motion  that 
would  he  passed  unanimously  by  this  House.  We  might  possibly 
agree  upon  a  motion  to  be  submitted  to  the  House  and  passed 
unanimously,  and  I  am  euro  the  hon.  gentleman  will  agree  with 
me  that  such  a  motion  would  1)9  of  more  value  than  one  which 
necessitated  a  division.  lam  not  here  to  discuss  what  changes  we 
might  ask  for  ;  thet  could  be  discussed  among  those  specially  interested, 
and  to  whom  the  matter  might  be  referred.  Ifthe  hon.  gentleman  thinks 
that  would  at  all  meet  his  views,. and  thtt  w;»  cou'l  come  to  such  an 
understanding,  I  will  not  ooatinue  my  remarks ;  but  if  he  thinks  my 
request  is  one  he  cannot  entertaui,  1  will  have  to  crave  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  while  I  make  further  remarks  on  this  subject." 
I  rose  and,  after  making  an  observation  or  tw.>,  on  other 
things,  said  ; 

"  I  may  at  once  say  th)t  I  am  quite  willing  that  whatever  time  is 
reisonable  and  consistent  with  the  object  of  the  resolution  should  be 
given  at  once  to  cirry  out  the  suggestion  of  those  hon.  gentlemen.  My 
object  is  just  what  the  hon.  gentleman's  is,  to  procure  a  unanimous 
motion  ;  and  because  he  tells  me  expects,  by  the  course  he  nriposes,  to 
produce  such  a  result,  1  am  all  ths  more  ready  to  agree  to  that  coarse." 
At  a  sub9»quent  part  I  said  : 

"  In  the  meantime,  as  to  the  form  in. which  the  motion  shall  be  pre- 
sented, I  shall  only  be  too  glad  to  meet  the  hon.  gentleman,  or  any 
other  hon.  member,  with  the  view  of  settling  that  point." 

At  a  subsequent  period,  after  recess,  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Inland  Revenue  said : 

"  Whether  the  suggestion  comes  from  one  side  of  the  House  or  the 
other,  there  are  grounds,  perhaps,  upon  whieh  we  can  unite,  and  the 
suggestion  that  we  should  agree  upon  a  resolution,  is  worthy  of  fair 
consideration." 

"  Hear,  hear,"  said  I.  The  hon,  §entletrian  proceeded  to  say : 

"  And  I  think  that  the  hon.  gentlemaii  who  refuses  that  must  assume 
considerable  responsibility,  if  the  vote  is  not  as  large  as  it  might  be  mado 
by  a  fair  discussion  of  OJr  vietv3  on  the  subject." 

"  Heai-,  hoar,"  I  said  assentingly  to  that  remark.  Then,  when 
the  final  arrangement  was  mide,  my  last  words  were  these: 

"  And  I  add  to  that,  in  response  to  the  statement  of  the  Sinister  of 
Inland  Revenue,  and  to  the  suggestion  rather  than  the  statement  of  the 
First  Minister,  that  if  there  be  any  opportunity  in  the  meantime  to 
accommodate  matters  with  reference  to  tli^  form  of  exoression  of  th%t 
motion,  I  shall  be  only  too  glad  to  facilitate  such  a  happy  result." 

Then  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  said : 

"  Whatever  difference  of  opinion  may  exist  between  the  hon.  gentle- 
man and  mrself,  I  feel  much  pleased  that  he  has  taken  this  course,  as  I 
think  it  ia  the  wisest  course  and  one  calculated  to  bring  about,  if  possible, 
a  solution  of  this  qnestion.  I  am  glad  the  hon.  gentleman  has  taken  the 
coarse  he  has  " 

Now  my  motion  was  before  the  hon.  gentleman  ;  he  had 
stated  his  desire  to  consult  with  me  ;  he  had  stated  his  de- 
sire to  make  such  suggestions  as  he  hoped  after  conference 
might  produce  an  agreement.  I  at  Once  responaed,  twice 
and  thrice  responded,  declaring  that  I  would  be  inost  happy 
to  concur  in  the  steps  he  proposed  to  take,  with  a  view 
to  our  ^arriving  at  that  result.  But  the  hdh.  gentleman,  as 
I  was  oblige!  to  say  in  offering  my  motion  today— 
neither  he  nor  any  hon.  gentleman  intimated  to  me  the 
slightest  dissatisfaotioii  with  the  form  of  iny  liiotiioh.  ;He 
made  no  suggestion  or  proposition  for  a  change  ;  he  invited 
me  to  no  conference  on  the  subject  from  the  tinie  the  dis- 
cussion clo.sed  down  to  this  moment.  Therefore,  I  say.  If  it 
be  on  the  floor  of  this  House,  by  hon.  gentleman  bringing 
forward  his  proposition  in  opposition  to  mine,  if  it  be  on 
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the  floor  of  this  House  that  we  have  to  dispose  of  the  ques- 
tion of  which  is  the  fitter  resolntion,  which  is  the  more 
appropriate,  the  responsibility  of  that  result,  whatever 
may  be  the  measure  of  it,  lies  not  at  ray  door.  Now,  Sir 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  explained  the  reasons 
why  he  had  not  acted  ;  and  he  took  occasion  to  say  that  one 
of  those  reasons  was  not  what  had  been  stated 
erroneously  in  one  of  the  papers  to  be  the  case, 
a  danger  that  the  resolution  would  be  defeated  ?  Not  at 
all ;  he  never  apprehended  that ;  but  a  danger  that  there 
would  be  three  or  four  dissentients.  That  was  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  said,  that  was  the  measure  of  the  danger 
which  prevented  him  from  bringing  up  this  question  in  this 
House.  Now,  Sir,  we  know  from  the  proceedings  which 
took  place  very  shortly  after  the  passage  of  the  address  in 
1882,  that  there  were  three  gentlemen  who  stood  up  and 
announced  that  they  dissented  on  that  occasion  ;  though 
neither  you  nor  I,  as  I  had  occasion  to  say  at  that  time,  had 
seen  any  expression  or  dissent.  There  was  therefore  a 
public  avowal  of  dissent  on  that  occasion.  What  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  now  declared  is  that  after  considering  thp 
whole  situation,  after  analysing  the  feeling  of  the  House,  so 
far  as  he  could  judge  it,  and  anxious  as  he  was  to  go  for- 
ward after  ascertaining  what  the  feeling  was,  h6 
believed  that  there  might  be  three  or  four  dlssentieats 
out  of  the  211  members  of  this  House;  and  that  cir- 
cumstance affrayed  him  from  the  enterprise.  Well,  we  are 
glad  to  know  that.  In  whatever  quarter  the  hon.  gentle- 
man apprehended  those  three  or  four  dissentients  resided,  it 
was  not  on  this  side,  for  he  asked  none  of  us  our  opinion  on 
the  subj  -ct ;  and  we  have  tolerably  well  learned  already,  in 
the  course  of  this  debate,  where  it  was  the  hon.  gentleman 
knew  that  the  dissent  existed.  We  have  heard  it  from 
the  outspoken  utterances  of  some  ;  we  have  heard  it  from 
the  more  veiled  utterances  of  others ;  we  know  it  was  in  the 
House  of  hon.  gentleman's  own  friends  ;  and  because  there 
were  three  or  four  of  his  own  supporters  who  disapproved 
of  the  measure,  he  chose — and  that  is  his  defence  to  the  peo- 
ple of  Canada — he  chose  to  determine  that  no  resolution 
ought  to  be  moved  here.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  said  :  There 
is  another  reason  ;  it  is  a  useless  thing  to  do  in  view  of  the 
circumstances  of  the  former  address,  as  well  as  a  dangerous 
thing,  because  the  new  work  could  not  ba  so 
thoroughly  accomplished  as  the  old.  It  was  use- 
less, although  this  was  a  new  House  ;  useless, 
although  the  conditions  had  changed  so  much  between 
that  time  and  this.  I  believe  the  feeling  in  Canada 
has  changed  ;  but  my  belief  is  that  there  has  been 
a  growing  feeling  in  favor  of  Home  Rule  in  Canada,  and  that 
feeling  is  very  much  stronger  to-day  than  it  was  in  188i; 
and  oerta,inly  that  is  not  a  change  which  should  affright  us 
who  favor  Home  Rule  from  endeavoring  to  obtain  the  views 
of  the  representatives  of  the  people  on  the  subject.  But 
there  is  another  cirpumstance.  The  time  is  critical  Read 
the  cabled  reports  in  the  newspapers  of  the  impressions  of 
the  leading  organs  of  public  opinion  and  of  those  who  take 
most  interest  in  following  public  measures,  and  you  find  it 
impossible  to  say  wha*;  the  fate  of  the  principle  of  Home 
Rule— because  that  is  what  Mr.  Gladstone  says  he  holds  to 
be  at  stake  on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill— is  to  be ; 
and  Sir,  if  there  was  no  reason  why  some  further 
action  should  not  be  taken  to-day  by  those  who 
acted  before.  I  want  to  know  why  the  hon.  Ministei- of 
Inland  Revenue  telegraphed  to  Mr.  Parnell  that  he  and  the 
Irish  members  of  this  House  still  abided  by  that  address. 
He  gave  Mr,  Parnell  that  encouraging  and  flattering  assur- 
ance, that  assurance  so  calculated  to  cheer  and  elevate  his 
mind,  that  the  Irish  Catholic  members  were  really  still  true 
to  Home  Rule.  What  was  the  inference  to  be  drawn  from 
that  message?  .Why,  the  inference  was  that  of  the  other 
members  he  could  not  say  the  same.  What  other  inference 
could  yon  draw  ?   He  says  to  Mr.  Parnell  that  the  Irish 


members,  by  which  I  understand  him  to  mean  the  Irish 
members  of  his  own  creed— nay,  those  of  them  who  sit  on 
his  own  side  of  the  House— are  of  the  same  opinion  as  befoi'e. 
He  treats  it  as  an  Irish  Catholic  question,  as  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Montreal  Centre  (Mr.  Curran)  treated  it  > 

Mr.  CURRAN.  I  beg  your  pardon.  Sir.  I  did  not  do 
anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Yes ;  and  so  treating  it,  they  got  together 
a  body  of  gentlemen  from  the  Senate  and  the  House  of 
Commons  who  are  Irish  Catholics- no,  not  the  Irish  Cath- 
olics, but  the  Tory  Irish  Catholics,  bid  the  hon.  gentle- 
man invite  Senator  Power  to  that  meeting  ?  Did  he  invite 
Senator  Soott  ?  Were  they  there  ?  Did  they  take  part  in 
it?  No;  the  Irish  Tory  Catholic  clique  meet  together,  in 
a  little  assembly,  and  they  say,  this  is  so  purely  an  Irish 
Catholic  question  that  we  alone  a-e  to  decide  whether  a 
resolntion  is  safe  or  prudent  or  advantageous  to  bo  intro- 
duced into  the  House.  Sir,  if  there  ba  a  step  which  is 
calculated  to  prejudice  the  cause  of  Home  Rule  at  home  or 
abroad,  so  far  as  we  can  do  it,  it  is  this  treatment  of  it  by 
hon.  gentlemen  in  the  hon.  gentleman's  position  as  an  Irish 
Citholic  question — as  if  it  was  not  a  general  question 
which  all  lovers  of  liberty  throughout  the  world  have  an 
equal  interest  in. 

Mr.  HESSON.  Where  are  the  Irish  Catholics  on  your 
side? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  have  meationed  two  Irish  Catholics  on 
my  side  of  politics,  members  of  Parliament,  whom  the  hon. 
gentleman  did  not  consult. 

Mr.  HESSON.    Not  members  of  this  House. 

Mr.  BLAKE,    I  did  not  say  members  of  this  House;  I 
said  members  of  Parliament.    Now,  Sir,  I  ask  what  infer- 
rence  could  be  drawn  from  the  state  of  things  which  I  have 
referred.    In  1882  an  adlross  passed  unanimously  by  the 
Commons  of  Canada  in  favor  of  Home  Rule    In  188t),  the 
question  in  a  critical  condition,  in  which  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Inland  Revenue  feels  it  neoesmry  that  something  should 
be  said  on  behalf  of  some  portion  of  the  Commons  of  Canada 
on  the  subject  to  show  that  they  are  still  true  to  the  views 
they  formerly  expressed,  and  his  utterance  on  behalf  of  the 
Irish  members  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada.    Now,  there  is 
the  contrast  that  would  be  drawn.  The  enemies  of  the  cause 
would  say  :   Oh.    In   1882,  the  Canadian  Parliament, 
unanimously  in  the  Commons  and  by  a  very  large 
majority  in  the  Senate,  passed  resolutions  in  favor  of 
Home    Rule.    In,  1886    a  Minister  of  the  Crown  is 
afraid  to  move  a  resolution  in  favor  ot  Homo  Rule,  and  he 
sends  (orwirds,  forsooth,  his  own  cable  despitch  to  Mr. 
Parnell,,which  is  to  be  taken  as  equivalent  to  the  voice  of 
the  Commons  of  Canada.    No,  it  could  not  bo  equivalent. 
Is  it  a  substitute?  No,  but  it  is  a  declaration  by  inference, 
that  the  .other  members  of  this  House,  and  those  for  whom 
the  hon.  gentleman,  by  what  authoi  ity  I  do  not  pretend  to 
say,  chose  to, speak,  wjuld  not  say  what  he  said.  1  ask,  did 
he  apply  to  any  of  ihpm  to  allow  him  to  speak  for  a  larger 
constituency  than  those  for  whom  he  spok  j  ?  If  he  did, 
what  answer  did  he  get  which  discouraged  him  from  speak- 
ing for  more  ?  That  is  the  position  in  which  the  hon, 
gentleman's  action  put  the  question,  so  that  the  enemies  of 
Home  Rule  could  say :  Canada  will  no  longer  speak  in  iavor 
of  that  measure,  and  the  best  proof  of  that  is,  that  the 
Minister  who  moved  the  re.-iolution  in  1^82,  does  not  move 
another  resolution  to-day,  and  does  not  profess  to  aver 
that  the  Canadian  Parliament  believes  as   it  did  then. 
Now  wa  know  the  reason.    The  hon.  gentlemaa  stated  it 
would  ba  a  dangerous  thing  to  move  again,  because  there 
would  be  some  dissent,  although  he  limits  the  dissentients 
to  three  or  four.    Again,  the  hon,  gentleman  says  :  "  Oh, 
then,  there  is  the  difficulty  about  the  form  of  anotrher 
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address  which  deterred  me  " ;  bat  still  that  does  not  appear 
to  be  a  very  serious  difficulty,  because  thejhon.  gentleman 
has  found  another  form  which  gets  rid  of  that  diffiouUy  to- 
night, BO  that  that  could  not  have  prevented  him  from 
earlier  action,  unless  his  wit  has  been  spurred  by  the  exi- 
gencies of  the  last  day  or  two,  and  his  zeal  for  the  Iiish 
cause  was  not  sufficiently  potent  to  enable  him  to  find  out 
what,  under  the  spur  of  necessity,  which  we  all  know  is  a 
powerful  lever,  he  has  since  ascertained.  He  hap  proposed 
a  method  of  getting  over  the  difficulty.  Bft  circumstances 
now  differ.  We  are  not  now  doing  what  Lord  Kimberley, 
unadvisedly,  in  my  opinion,  told  us  in  effect  we  ought  not 
to  do  J  we  are  not  now  tendering  advice  to  Her  Jlajesty's 
Ministers  as  to  the  policy  they  ought  to  accomplish ;  but 
we  propose  to  cheer  and  encourage  them  on  in  I  he  course 
they  have  declared  they  will  pursue.  We  are  not  offering 
advice,  but  we  are  adding  the  moral  force  and  support;  of' 
this  House  to  them,  to  aid  them  in  the  course  they  are 
themselves  pursuing, 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).    I  hope  it  won't. 
Mr.  BLAKE.    Ah  I  there  is  one  of  ihe  dissentients. 
Mr.  WHITB  (Hastings).    I  have  always  been  one. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  will  have  to  settle  an  account  with 
these  three  or  four  who  have  detened  the  Minister  of  Inland 
Revenue,  up  to  this  day,  from  bringing  forward  his  resolu- 
tion. I  say  we  were  right,  in  1882,  in  averring  that  the 
.Commons  of  Canai la  had  the  right,  and  that  it  was  our 
duty  respectfully  to  address  our  Queen,  the  Queen  of  the 
Empire,  tendering  our  loyal  suggestions  and  opinions  upon 
the  question  so  interesting  and  important  to  us,  as  citizens 
of  ihe  Empire  and  as  Canadians.  I  hope  no  hon.  member 
ol  this  House  will  declare  to-day  that  we  were  not  right  in 
-doing  that,  because,  forsooth,  a  Colonial  Secretary  has  been 
found  to  express  a  different  opinion ;  I  hope  we  are  not 
feoing  to  abnegate  that  right  as  citizens  of  the  Empire;  I 
hope  wo  are  not  going  lo  derogate  from  that  right  as 
citlzjDS  of  the  Bmpiie.  I  say  our  most  dignified  course  is 
to  pass  on,  and  when  the  occasion  again  arises,  as  it  is  now 
arising,  in  which  not  under  similar  circumstances,  because, 
as  1  have  said,  we  are  not  now  tendering  advice  but  are  still 
expressing  the  opinion  in  which,  with  reference  to  the  same 
matter,  we  are  fortunately  able  to  say  we  abide  by  the 
views  we  expressed  in  188J,  which  you  did  not  think  fit  to 
adopt  then  but  have  since  adopted  and  are  now  carrying  out 
—1  say  no  more  fortunate  occasion  could  be  conjectured 
for  this  country  to  re-assert  with  dignity  its  right  to  ad- 
dress the  Queen  on  this  important  subject,  with  the 
cerUinty  that  the  right  this  time  will  not  be  repudiated  but 
bo  gratoluUy  acknowledged.  The  most  dignified  course  for 
US  IS  to  re-assert  in  that  way,  not  by  any  reference  to  Earl 
Kimberley,  our  right  to  speak  to  our  Queen,  to  signity  to  her 
,  our  views  on  this  question,  the  oooasion,  as  it  is  now  ad- 
mitted, caUing  for  it.  The  hon .  gentleman  himself  proposes 
we  should  signify  our  opinions,  although  in  an  abortive 
fashion  ;  and  proposing  that  we  should  signify  our  opinions 
and  1  say  the  most  dignified  and  the  happiest  method  is 
simply  to  go  foiwaid  and  once  again,  in  a  constitutional 
manner— unless  we  are  prepared  to  rescind  our  address 
.unless  we  are  prepared  to  agree  that  we  should  do  so  no 
.more— ro-astert  our  sentiments,  with  such  variations  as  the 
.oircumslanoes  of  the  case  may  require.  But  if  we  do  not 
choose  to  proceed  by  an  address  on  this  particular  occasion 
—and  that  because  we  have  been  told  formerly  that  ■  we 
ought  not  to  proceed  by  address  to  advise  or  sug- 
gest,—! hope  that  we  shall  not  fall  so  low  Is 
-formally  lo  record  ol  our  journals  the  agreement  that  we 
ought  not  lo  act  for  that  reason.  If  the  hon,  gentleman's 
amendment  is  passed,  we  shall  agree  that,  because  Jiarl 
Kimberley  chose  to  make  this  statement  four  years  ago, 
therefore  we  do  not  choose  to  address  the  Crown :  and  that 
Jiir.  Blaiu. 


of  course  will  apply  to  all  cases  of  emergencies  in  which  Im- 
perial interests  may  be  concerned.  We  will  be  agreeing  and 
in  a  formal  manner  assenting  to  the  view  of  Earl  Kimberley  j 
we  will  be  acting  upon  that  view,  we  will  be  declaring  he 
is  right  and  we  are  wrong,  and  in  thus  agreeing  we  will  close 
the  door  upon  ourselves  by  our  own  resolution,  from,  at  any 
future  time,  venturing  a  humble  address  to  the  Queen 
upon  an  Imperial  question.  Sir,  there  are,  no  doubt,  excit- 
ing times  for  the  British  Empire;  there  may  be  troublous, 
dangerous  times  for  the  British  Empire,  and  I  shall  never 
willingly  agree  to  abandon  the  right  of  a  British  subject  or 
of  the  House  of  Commons  of  any  colony  to  approach  the 
Queen  and  to  tender  her  respectfully  the  advice  and  opinions 
of  her  subjects  in  foreign  parts  upon  those  questions  which 
touch  the  interests  of  the  Empire,  which  so  nearly  concern 
us,  although  wo  are  not  able  to  speak  directly  by 
repreisentation  in  the  British  House  of  Commons.  I  now 
turn  to  the  substance  of  the  hon.  gentleman's  resolution. 
It  is  a  suspicious  circumstance,  it  is  a  circumstance  which 
ought  to  make  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  suspicious  of  bis 
resolution,  that  it  finds  so  much  favor  with  the  enemies  of 
Home  Bale.  The  hon.  member  for  Muskoka  (Mr.  O'Brien), 
with  that  frankness  which  commends  itself  so  much  to  the 
confidence  of  this  House,  told  us  in  the  concluding,  the  most 
pungent,  and,  he  will  allow  me  to  say,  the  most  forcible 
phiase  of  his  speech,  that  ho  would  vote  for  the  amend 
ment  of  the  Minister  of  Inland  Bevenue  because  it  would  do 
the  l^ast  harm.  Let  me  make  an  appropriate  alteration  in 
that  phrase,  if  we  are  to  put  it  in  the  mouth  of  a  friend  of 
Home  Bule ;  and  we  would  say  :  We  would  vote  for  either 
of  the  two  other  resolutions  because  they  would  do  more 
good  to  the  cause  than  the  i  esolution  of  the  Minister  of 
Inland  Eevenue.  The  hon.  member  for  Muskoka  (Mr. 
O'Brien),  is  loyal  to  his  party,  and  so  he  proposes  to  vote 
for  the  resolution  of  a  Minister  of  the  Government  he  fol- 
lows, which  resolution  he  does  not  approve.  It  is  a  harmful 
resolution,  but  even  that  one^  colorless  as  it  is,  pallid  as  it  is, 
as  hedged  around  as  it  is,  built  up  as  it  is  to  satisfy, 
as  far  as  possible,  the  susceptibilities  of  the  bon.  mem- 
ber for  Muskoka,  he  is'  prepared  to  take,  but  to 
take  only  because  it  does  the  last  barm.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  presented  to  him  three  different  kinds  of  nauseous 
diugs.  He  smells  at  them,  he  sips  Ihera  a  little,  he  puts 
them  up  between  him  and  the  light,  he  puts  down  two  and 
with  a  wry  face  he  swallows  the  third.  If  these  are  the 
sentiments  of  the  enemies  of  Home  Rule  held  us  to  these  dif- 
ferent resolutions,  what  should  be  the  sentiments  of  the 
friends  of  Home  Rule  ?  I  am  very  sorry,  for  the  cause  of 
Home  Rule,  that  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue,  in  the 
attempt  lo  please  his  three  or  four  dissentients,  in  the 
attempt  not  to  wound  their  susceptibilities,  should  have 
proposed  a  resolution,  which,  by  comparison,  will  be  cer- 
tainly less  favorable  than  1  should  have  desired,  which 
will  provoke  untavorable  tomparisons  just  where  we  want 
favorable  comparibons  to  be  put.  I  am  very  sorry  that,  in 
the  attempt  to  combine  the  heterogeneous  substances  of 
which  the  hon.  gentleman's  following  is  composed,  he 
thould  have  given  us  a  resolution  which  has  produced 
these  comments  from  the  bon.  member  for  Muskoka 
(Mr.  O'Brien),  and  practically,  though  in  more  veiled 
language,  from  other  hon.  members  of  his  way  of 
thinking.  Now  the  hon.  member  for  Montreal  ^Mr. 
Ourian),  after  having  made  a  speech  which  I 
do  not  think  really  was  very  likely  to  conduce  to  harmony 
and  good  feeling — perhaps  it  was  the  hon.  gentleman's 
mode  of  producing  harmony  ;  perhaps,  an'  Irishman  like 
myself,  he  thinks  a  good  fight  is  the  way  to  promote  har- 
mony and  good  feeling — uttered  a  fervent  expression  of 
trust  that  the  proceedings  might  end  harmoniously.  After 
all  our  heads  are  broken,  I  suppose  we  are  all  to  shake 
hands.  And  the  Hon.  gentleman  proceeded  to  apply  his 
blackthorn  to  my  unlticky  pate,  and  to  smaah  me  as  fast 
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ae  be  oonld.  Well,  I  am  glad  to  know  , that  .the  hon.. 
gentleman's  arm  is  not  quite  long  enongh  to  reaoh  me,  and 
that  I  do  not  feel  maoh  the  worse  for  the,  exhibition  of 
prowess  which  he  displayed  on  this  oeoasion.  Ho  says  that 
there  are  grounds  for  suspecting  me.  He  will  not  suspect 
me,;  oh  no,  not  he  ;  but  it  makes  a  great  draft  on  what  he 
calls  his  credality  not  to  suspect  me;  and  he  prooeeds,  with 
the  precision  of  a  criminal  lawyer,  trying  to  make  out  a 
case  in  a  police  court,  to  gice  the  grounds  npon  which  I  am 
to  bo  suspected,  which  grounds  are  not  sufficient,  with  his 
candor  and  kindness  and  good  feeling,  to  induQe  him 
actually  to  suspeut  mo  ;  but  it  is  about  as  hard  .  for  the 
hon.  gentleman  not  to  suspect  me  as  it  is  for  the  hon. 
member  for  Muskoka  (Mr.  O'Brien)  to  swallow  the 
resolution.  He  says  the  first  groand  is  this:  There  were 
other  Irishmen  in  the  House,  and  did  I  consult  them  7 
Now,  for  a  long  time  these  hon.  gentlemen,  having 
their  little  clique  together,  got  talking  over  this  matter, 
trying  to  decide  what  should  be  done.  I  ask,  did 
they  consult  me  ?  Had  I  not  helped  them  before  ?  Had  I 
not. done  my  best  to  forward  the  cause?  Had  I  not  done 
my  best  to  produce  a  happy  result  on  the  former  occasion  ? 
And,  if  there  was  a  question  to  be  considered  on  this  occa- 
sion, might  1  not  fairly  have  expected  that  befoj-e  they 
reached  a  decision  upon  it  they  migbt  have  consulted  me  ? 
I  do  not  complain  of  their  not  consulting  me  unless  they 
chose.  I  do  not  take  the  line  of  the  hon.  mepaber  for  Mon 
treal,  but  if  it  is  a  ground  of  complaint  against  me  that  I  did 
not  consult  them  alter  they  had  decided  that  it  was  too 
dangerous  to  mpvo  in  the  matter — though  where  the  bo(nb 
shells  are  to  come  from  they  know,  not  I;  whore  the 
mines  are  to  be  exploded  they  know,  not  I — I  should  like 
to  know  with  what  reason  they  can  complain  of  my. not 
consulting  them.  The  hon.  the.Minister  of  Inland  fjevenne 
was  good  enough  to  consult  me  on  a  former  occasion,  in  a 
sense.  He  referred  to  it,  though  with  an  inaccurate  recol- 
lection of  the  circumstances,  the  other  night.,  He  did  not 
bring  me  to  the  committee.  I  suppose  it  is  to  be  pardoned 
to  him  as  to  me,  the  making  of  these  little  slips,  but  he 
gave  a  new  nationality  to  one  hon.  membar.  He  said  they 
had  decided  to  bring  all  the  Irishmen  in  the  Housa  to  the 
committee  except  the  First  Minister  and  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition.  I  know  that  seven  cities  claim  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman for  a  birthplace.  Sometimes  we  hear  that  he  was 
born  in  Scotland,  and  sometimes  in  Canada. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  If  the  hon.  gendeman  will  allow  me 
for  a  moment,  I  will  say  that  he  is  correct  in  regard  to 
what  I  stated.  I  remember  that  I  committed  that  error  in 
the  words  I  used.  What  I  intended  to  say  was  that  we  did 
not  think  it  advisable  at  that  time  to  invite  any  of  the 
leaders  of  the  House,  and  his  being  the  leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition was  the  reason  why  he  was  not  invited. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  thought  the  hon.  gentlen>an,  with  his 
superabundant  loyalty  to  his  chief,  which  he  has  exhibited 
on  several  occasions  and  notably  on  one  occasion,  in  order 
to  keep  up  that  harmony  on  which  they  lay  so  much  stres', 
was  desirous  to  strengthen  his  hold  on  the  people  of  this 
couptry  by  declaring  him  an  Irishman  for  the  occasion,  bat 
ho  now  tells  me  that  it  was  one  of  those  blunders  that  he 
and  I  as  Iribhmen  are  privileged  to  make.  I  say  the  hon, 
gentleman  was  good  enough,  after  having  settled  the  form 
oi  this  motion,  to  send  it  to  me  with  a  note  to  which  I 
responded  in  general  terms,  but  in  the  motion  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  brought  forward  I  saw  another  hand.  He 
knows  who  drew  it.  It  was  his  brother  Irishman.  It  is 
qnite  true  he  did  not  consult  him  early,  but  he  consulted 
him  late.  He  brought  him  into  committee,  and,  when  the 
fatal  blow  was  to  be  struck,  when  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
at  one  bound  to  fix  himself  on  the  pinnacle  as  the  repre- 
sentative of  Irish  sentiment  in  Canada,  it  was  his  hi  other 
IrisJiQian:  the  First  Minister  who  belied  .biiq,  This  is 


the  first  reason  why  the  prosecutor  here  proposes  to 
show  that  there  are  strong  grounds,  which  only 
bis  great  sense  of  generosity  can  induce  him  to  say  are  in- 
aiequato,  for  suspecting  me — that  I  did  not  consult  him. 
The  next  is,  that  the  resolution  was  brought  in  as  an  amend- 
ment  to  Committee  of  Supply.  A  dreadful  sin  ;  because  I 
followed  .strictly  the  precedent  of  the  last  occasion,  when 
the  resolution  was  brought  in  as  an  amendment  to  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  ;  because  in  1882  it  was  brought  in  as  an 
amendment  to  Committee  of  Supply,  and  in  1886  I  proposed 
it  in  the  same  way,  because  the  First  Minister,  when  in 
Opposition,  had  brought  up  the  constitutional  question  of 
the  Letellier  case,  not  at  all  impugning  the  Government  at 
the  time,  but  simply  bringing  up  the  question,  whether 
Lieutenant-Governor  Letellier  had  acted  constitutionally  in 
dismissing  his  Ministers, brought  it  up  as  a  non-party  question 
stated  so  distinctly,  because  I  thought  these  two  precedents 
were  ample  justification,  and  served  as  a  good  reason  for 
me  to  propose  this  resolution  in  amendment  to  Committee 
of  Supply— particularly  as  there  was  no  other  way  of  get- 
ting it  at  all;  beoaase  I  knew  that  hon,  gentlemen  thought 
it  was  too  dangerous  to  touch,  and  of  course  would 
not  help  me  to  touch  it ;  that  they  thought  it 
ought  not  to  be  brought  up,  and  of  course  would 
not  give  me  facilities  for  bringing  it  up ;  and  therefore, 
but  for  my  bringing  it  up  in  that  way,  we  would 
not  have  not  have  had  it  at  all — because  I  did  not  perform 
impossibilities,  only  bis  gr.  at  sense  of  generosity  can  lead 
him  to  consider  the  reasons  inadequate  for  not  suspecting 
me.  Then  be  says  that  perhaps  I  ought  not  to  have  spoken 
to  him,  but  at  any  rate  I  ought  to  havo  spoken  to  the  Min- 
ister of  Public  Works,  the  leader  of  the  French  Conservative 
partv,  it  was  my  business  to  have  spoken  to  him,  and  be- 
cause I  did  not  the  hon,  gentleman  feels  grievously  inclined, 
but  for  that  superabundant  good  nature  of  his,  to  suspect  me. 
Well,  I  have  often  had  occasion  to  consult  the  Minister  of 
Public  Works,  during  the  unfortunate  absence  of  the  First 
Minister,  on  the  ordinary  routine  of  public  business  and  so 
forth,  and  oui  relations  are  always,  I  am  happy  to  say, 
very  pleasant ;  but  what  particular  reason  there  was  for 
consulting  with  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  on  this  ques- 
tion I  do  not  know.  I  suppose  that  the  decision  of  the 
Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  and  his  friends  was  not  taken 
without  consulting  with  his  colleagues  and  the  Minister 
of  Public  Works.  We  knew  that  all  these  gentlemen 
had  decid' d  that  it  was  too  dangerous  to  Bring  this 
question  up.  Well,  then,  the  hon,  gentleman  says  :  Oh, 
but  the  O/ofte  said  some  time  ago — I  do  not  know  when 
the  Globe  pointed  out  that  I  was  in  a  minority,  and 
I  could  not  bring  a  resolutioQ  up  ;  and  because  the  Q-lobe 
expressed  an  opinion,  which  I  heard  of  for  the  first  time,  I 
must,  confess— for  I  am  not  so  diligent  a  reader  of  my  Qlobe  . 
as  the  hon.  member  (or  Montreal  (Mr.  Curran)  is  of  his — 
and  I  say,  because  the  (?to6e  expressed  the  opinion  a  fort- 
night ago,  that  being  leader  of  the  minority,  I  cottld  mt 
bring  up  this  resolation,  the  hon.  gentleman  finds  another  . 
ground  which,  to  less  credulous  persons,  would  be  a  good 
ground  for  suspecting  me.  Then  he  goes  further.  He  says 
that  the  Ottawa  correspondent  of  the  Montreal  Post  said 
that  such  a  resolation,  if  moved  here  by  the  Conservative <, 
would  be  a  Tory  dodge,  because  the  Ottawa  correspondent 
of  the  Montreal  Posf —I  have  no  doubt  a  very  respectable 
gentleman,  but  whose  acquaintance  I  have  not  the  honor  of 
having — said  that  the  resolution  moved  by  the  Tories  in 
this  House  upon  this  question,  would  ba  a  Tory  dodge,  and 
therefore  I  am  to  be  suspected  if  anybody  but  the  hon, 
member  for  Montreal  Centre  brings  up  the  resolution  Well, 
under  these  ciroamstances  it  is  that  I  am  a  suspected  char- 
acter, aid  that  I  presume,  under  the  old  coercion  Act, 
I  would  have  been  liable  to  go  to  Kilmainham.  Th«n,, 
Sir,  the  ,  bin.  gentleman  says,  that  there  should.  b«, 
no   addre#,   thait,.,it  is  contrary,,  to  the,  feelings,  of  , 
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the  Irish  people— by  -which,  I  presume,  he  meant  the  Irish 
Catholic  people — that  we  should  address  the  Crown  again 
npon  this  subject.  [  think  the  hon.  gentlenlan  mistook  the 
feeling  of  the  Irish  people,  whether  Catbolic  or  Protestant, 
I  do  rot  believe  it.  I  think  he  is  entirely  mistaken.  I 
should  be  very  sorry  to  suppose  that  there  was  any  reluc- 
tance on  their  part  to  the  Commons  of  Canada  submitting 
to  the  Queen  of  the  Empire  their  opinions  on  this  subject; 
and  all  I  can  say  about  that  is  that  ha  and  I  are  at  issue 
there.  The  hon.  gentleman  states  that  he  consulted  a  great 
many  persons— of  course  on  his  side  of  the  Hous^ ;  and  he 
was  told  there  would  be  a  very  great  diffioulty  indeed  in 
proceeding,  because  of  the  answer  to  the  last  address — very 
great  difSoulty.  I  daresay  that  the  friends  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  don't  want  Home  Enle,  did  magnify  the 
diflicnlties,  and  pointed  out  to  him  that  the  snub,  as  it 
is  called,  of  Earl  Kimberley,  was  a  reason  why  this  great 
step,  in  which  he  and  I  are  so  much  interested,  should  not  be 
taken  by  the  Commons.  Allow  me  to  advise  the  hon.  gentle- 
man in  the  future,  when  he  is  trying  to  find  out  whether  there 
are  difficulties,  rather  to  distrust  the  opinion  of  (hose  who 
don't  want  the  step  taken.  You  know  of  the  timorous  man 
who  finds  a  lion  in  his  path.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  found 
a  good  many  lions  in  his  path,  I  do  not  know  whether  they 
are  coloured  orange  or  tawny,  or  what,  but  to  my  mind  it 
looks  very  like — for  I  do  not  share  the  hon,  gentlemm's 
generous  feelings  in  a  desire  not  to  suspect — it  lojks  uncom- 
monly to  my  mind,  considering  the  quarters  in  which  he 
searched,  as  if  he  was  in  search  of  lions,  as  if  he  wanted 
some  good  cause  to  be  afraid,  as  if  he  wanted  to  find  a  rea- 
son for  not  doing  anything;  and  he  went  about  among  the 
alarmis'e  and  the  alarmists  alarmed  him,  and,  being  pro- 
perly alarmed,  he  held  his  tongue.  Then  he  says,  the 
address  may  be  regarded  as  a  satire  unon  Earl  Kimberley. 
Earl  Kimberley  is  a  very  respectable  "personage,  but  I  am 
sure  he  would  have  too  much  good  sense  to  suppose 
that  was  a  satire  upon  him.  But  those  hon.  gen- 
tlemen who  think  that  we  have  been  snubbed  by 
Earl  Kimberley's  answer,  I  suppose,  would  not  be  very 
loath  (0  reassert  our  rights  and  our  dignity  by  addressing 
the  Throne,  even  if  it  did  happen  to  be  a  lillle  satirical 
upon  Earl  Kimberley.  I  suppose  it  would  not  grieve  their 
souls  very  much  that  we  should  be  able  to  say  :  Wo  were 
right  then,  and  we  saw  a  little  further  into  the  future  than 
you  did,  and  we  now  help  you  on  to  do  that  thing  which, 
four  years  ago,  we  exhorted  you  to  do.  I  do  not  think  the 
hon.  gentleman's  pack  of  alarmists  would,  from  that  point 
of  view,  have  great  difficulty  in  supporting  the  address. 
Well,  then,  there  were  some  other  hon .  gentlemen  who 
referred  to  me — for,  really,  I  have  had  so  much  attention 
paid  to  me  to-night  that  I  feel  embarrassed  properly  to  re- 
spond to  the  compliments  I  have  received — there  were  some 
other  hon.  members  to  some  of  whose  remarks  I  shall  not 
pay  any  attention,  but  to  one  or  two  I  bhall.  The  hon . 
member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Burns)  said  that  I  had  said  that 
I  had  acted  spontaneously.  Was  I  not  asked  to  move  1  he 
said  ;  was  I  not  forced  forward  ?  Sir,  I  have  frankly  stated 
that  I  waited  until  the  last  moment  in  the  hope  that  some 
of  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  would  move.  I  felt  satis- 
fied that  their  apprehensions  could  not  be  from  my  side, 
that  they  could  not  fear  any  opposition  from  me,  knowing 
what  I  have  done  in  1884,  and  I  hoped  that  they  would  be 
able  so  to  compose  the  differences  in  their  own  ranks,  so  to 
create  a  unity  of  feeling  on  that  side  of  the  House,  that, 
knowing  that  the  solid  Liberal  force  would  be  with  them, 
they  would  not  be  afraid  of  their  own  friends,  so  far  as  not 
propose  a  resolution.  I  had  hoped  that  happy  result  would 
ensue ;  I  did  hope  we  would  find  the  Conservative  party  a 
unit  with  the  Eeform  party  in  favor  of  this,  and  I  waited 
until  the  last  moment,  in  oider  not  in  the  slightest  degree 
to  embanass^the  efforts  which  I  felt  sure— and  I  now  find 
was"right — that  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  and  the 
Mr.  Blase, 


hon.  member  for  Montreal  were  making,  in  order  to  achieve 
that  happy  result.  It  seems  they  failed  to  promote  a  unani- 
mity of  feeling  amongst  their  friends,  and  that,  therefore, 
they  gave  up  the  attempt.  It  was  not  until  then,  and  until 
the  question  was,  as  I  said  the  other  day,  almost  at  the  door 
that  I  moved.  Now,  with  reference  to  my  being  asked  to 
move.  I  was  not  asked  to  move  until  I  had  made  up  my 
mind  that  I  was  going  to  move,  and  when  I  was  asked  to 
move,  I  will  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  the  response  which  I 
made  to  those  who  a  ked  me.  I  was  asked  by  a  deputation 
from  a  very  respectable  society  here,  the  St.  Patrick's 
Literary  Society  of  Ottawa,  and  I  told  the  gentlemen 
who  were  good  oLOUgh  to  wait  upon  me  that,  highly  as  I 
felt  the  honor  of  the  invitation,  1  could  not  accept  any  in- 
vitation from  any  body,  speaking  for  any  particular  sect, 
or  cla»8,  or  nationality  in  this  community,  either  to  act  or 
to  abstain  from  acting,  upon  a  question  of  this  description. 
I  said  I  believed  that  the  question  itself  would  be  injured  if 
it  were  treated  from  any  such  point  of  view,  as  the  special 
property  of  one  portion  of  the  community.  I  said  that  it 
was  as  Canadians,  as  persons  interested,  from  their  experi- 
ence of  its  blessings,  in  the  principle  of  Home  Rule  and  its 
extension,  as  Canadians,  citizens  and  subjects  of  the  Empire, 
interested  in  the  prosperity  of  England,  as  free  men,  inter- 
ested in  the  propagation  of  the  cause  of  freedom,  that  I 
could  act,  and  that  I  thought  the  strength  and  force  of  any 
such  movement  would  be  greatly  diminished,  and  that  pre- 
judices would  be  excited  which  ought  not  to  be  excited,  if 
it  were  attempted  to  be  moved  from  one  particular 
section  of  the  population,  or  by  any  man  as  the 
exponent  of  one  portion  of  the  population.  I  de- 
cline altogether  to  agree  to  the  position  which  some 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  arrogate  to  themselves  in  regard 
to  this  question.  The  Irish  Catholic  members  in  this 
House  and  in  the  other  Chamber  have  no  special  part  in 
this  question — none  whatever,  and  their  cause  suffers  when 
they  attempt  to  assume  such  a  position.  It  is  as  Cana- 
dians they  are  to  speak;  it  is  as  one  of  a  body  ;  and.  With 
the  exception  of  three  or  four  individuals  who  have  fright- 
ened the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue,  it  is  as  Canadians 
speaking  in  favor  of  a  common  cause,  moved  by  a  common 
impulse  and  acting  on  a  common  impulse,  we  are  to  S'lc- 
ceed,  and  they  who  make  difficulties  in  the  cause  are  thoy 
who  declare  that  this  question  is  the  special  part  and  pro- 
perty of  a  particular  class  of  the  people.  Then  the  hon. 
member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Burns)  said  that  I  was  trying 
to  catch  the  Irish  vote.  I  have  been  in  public  life  a  good 
many  years.  The  Irish  population  of  my  Province  is,  of 
course,  the  Irish  Protestant  population  and  the  Irish 
Catholic  population.  I  have  endeavored  to  do  my  duty 
and  to  act  upon  what  I  believe  were  sound  liberal  princi- 
ples towards  all  classes  of  the  pop^llation.  I  have  found 
myself  opposed  by  a  solid  body  of,  by  the  great  majority  of 
the  vast  bulk  of  the  Irish  Protestants  of  Ontario.  They 
are  my  strongest  and  sternest  and  fiercest  political 
opponents  today.  I  have  found  myself  opposed  by  the 
great  bulk  of  the  Irish  Catholics  of  Ontario.  They  also 
have  been  amongst  my  opponents  when  I  was  defeated  in 
South  Bruce,  during  my  absence  from' the  country  through 
ill-health,  it  was  the  Irish  Catholics  of  that  riding  that 
rejected  me,  that  deprived  me  of  my  seat  in  Parliament  and 
obliged  me  to  ran  in  another  constituency  at  a  subsequent 
date,  I  have  endeavored,  notwithstanditig  that,  to  do  my 
duty  and  to  act  according  to  my  lights  honestly,  justly  and 
fairly  towards  the  Irish  Catholius  and  towards  the  Irish 
Prptestants,  towards  all  classes.  I  make  no  distinction 
whatever  in  consequence  of  class  or  creed,  and  I  extend  no 
bid  for  the  support  of  any  class  or  creed.  The  position  of 
the  Irish  Catholics  and  the  Irish  Protestants  is  this  :  They 
know  that  from  the  Liberal  parly  they  will  obtain  all  they 
can  justly  claim  whether  they  give  or  refuse  the  support. 
They  know  that  the  Liberal  party  will  act  on  the  principles 
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of  justice,  freedom  and  of  liberty,  beeauae  that  is  the  plank 
upon  which  they  stand.    They  know  they  have  nothing 
whatever  to  gain  by  supporting  us,  because  they  will  not 
gain  one  jot  or  tittle   beyond  what    those  principles 
of  justice,  freedom  and   liberty  require.     They  know 
they  have  nothing  to  lose  by  opposing   us,  because 
they  know,  however  strenuous  their  opposition  may  be  it 
will  not  make  us  one  whit  less  earnest  or  less  active  in  the 
promotion  of  their  interests  and  the  common  interests  ac- 
cording to  the  same  principles  of  justice,  liberty  and  freedom 
And  therefore  there  is  no  need  for  them  to  turn  their  votes" 
one  way  or  the  other  in  order  that  they  may  obtain  from 
the  Liberal  parly  their  meed  of  justice  and  liberty.    That  is 
our  relation  to  that  class,  and  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
rather  coarsely  said  I  was  attempting  to  catch  their  votes 
The  hon,  member  for  Muskoka  (Mr.  O'Brien),  who  is  an  old 
personal  friend  of  mine,  and  who  I  am  sure  must  have  been 
veiy  much  excited  to-night  when  he  used  his  blackthorn 
against  me  as  well  as  the  member  for  Montreal  Centre  (Mr. 
Oarran)  used  some  expressions  in  regard  toaformerdebatej 
for  which  he  was  called  to  order  and  to  which  I  will  not 
refer.    He  said  I  occupied  a  very  peculiar  position  because 
I  happened  to  be — he  misstated  my  position — the  leader  of 
a  party  in  religion.    I  am  none  such.    I  am  certainly  of 
the  evangelical  portion  of  the  denomination  to  which  I 
belong,  and  I  am  a  member  of  the  advanced  wing  perhaps 
of  that  f  arty.    That  is  quite  true.    And  the  hon.  gentle- 
man says  because  I  was  a  Protestant  occupying,  that  posi- 
tion I  knew,  if  I  had  any  Protestant  friends  in  Ireland, 
that  every  Protestant  in  Ireland  denounced  Mr!  Glad- 
stone's measure.    I    have    some    ProlestanV  friends  in 
Ireland  and  I  have  some  in  Oanada,  and  the  bulk  of  my 
Protestant  friends  in  Ireland,  and  it  is  perfectly  natural 
considering  their  condition,  circumstances  and  surround- 
ings, are  opposed  to  Home  Rale.    But  1  deny  altogether 
the  statement  that  every  Protestant  in  Ireland  denounces 
Home  Rule.    It  is  not  so.    The  hon.  gentleman  will  remera 
ber  that  there  are  a  very  considerable  niimber  of  persons 
who  are  for  self  government  for  Ireland.    And  it  is  not  to 
be  forgotten  that  such  was  the  sentiment  of  the  country  at 
the  very  time  at  which  union  took  place,  which  is  now 
thought  sueh  a  sacred  cumpact— that  compact  which  was 
begotten  in  profligacy  and  corruption  admittedly  without  a 
parallel,  that  compact  which  was  certainly  not  a  holy 
compact — it  was  opposed  as  strongly  and  earnestly  by  the 
large  body  of  Protestants,  aye  by  Orangemen  too,  as  by 
the  other  classes  of  the  population.    Then  the  hon.  gentle- 
man said—and  I  quite  approve  of  his  observation,  and  I 
made  one  like  it  myself— that  he  claimed  the  right  to  speak 
for  Ireland  as  well  as  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue.  H:e 
is  perfectly  right.    I  quite  accord  the  right  to  speak  for 
Ireland  to  the  hon.  member  for  Maskoka ;  let  each  speak 
according  to  his  lights.    He  thinks  Home  Rale  will  be 
disadvantageous   to   the  country  from   which   his  peo 
pie    came,    and    I  think  it  is  an  advantageous  pio- 
posal  for  the  country  from  which  my  people  came,  We 
are  each  of  ns  I  suppose  entitled  to  our  own  views  and  are 
free  to  follow  our  own  convictions.  I  quite  agree  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  as  good  a  right  to  speak  for  Ireland  as 
any  other  hon .  member  whose  ancestors  came  from  Ireland, 
but  in  each  case  it  must  depend  npon  the  circumstances 
under  which,  and  the  degree  of  interoot  and  thoroughness 
with  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  studied  the  question, 
and  after  all  any  definite  conclusion  at  which  any  of  us  may 
arrive  may  be  erroneous.  The  member  for  Centre  Welling- 
ton (Mr.  Orton)  said  he  also  had  something  to  say  about  it. 
He  endorsed  the  principle  of  Home  Rule,  but  he  found 
words  to  say  that  he  would  support  the  Ministry.   I  do  not 
think  it  takes  very  much  to  induce  the  member  for  Centre 
Wellington  to  support  the  Administration.    The  hon.  mem 
ber  for  North  Bruce  (Mr.  McNeill)  said  that  I  knew  there 
waaagreat  diversity  of  opinion  in  Ontario*    I  ii*Te  bq 


doubt  there  is  a  considerable  number  of  persons  absolutely 
thousih  a  very  small  numbar  relatively,  I  believe,  in  the' 
Province  who  entertain  strong  opinions  adverse  to  Ho  me 
Rule  ;  but  I  believe  that  the  vast  majority  of  the  people  of 
that  Province,  taken  as  a  whole,  are  directly,  thoroughly 
and  irreconcilably  in  favor  of  the  principles  of  Home 
Rule  as  applied  to  Ireland.    That  is  my  opinion  ;  I  may  be 
mistaken  ;  the  member  for  N jrLh  Bruce  may  be  right  if  ho 
entertains  a  diflferent  opinion,  but  such  at  all  events  is  my 
opinion._   Then  the  hon,  member  for  West  York  (Mr.  Wal- 
lace) said  that  the  motion  would  not  do  because  it  endorses 
the  measure  of  Mr.  Gladstone.    What  my  motion  does  is 
to  endorse  the  principle  of  that  measure,  which  priuciple 
as  I  pointed  oat  to  the  House  on  Tuesday,  tho  author  of  the 
B.U  himself  declares  to  be  tho  principle  of  Local  Govern- 
ment or  autonomy  for  Ireland.    The  question  of  Irish 
representation  for  Imperial  purposes  at  Westminster,  he 
said,  I  put  to  one  side  ;  I  do  not  ask  yoa  to  vote  for  that  on 
the  second  reading.    There  are  other  details  in  regard  to 
internal  matters,  and  iii  regard  to  them  Mr.  Gladstone  says 
I  do  not  ask  you  to  vote  for  them  ;  bat  I  a^k  you  in  voting 
for  the  second  reading  of  the  BUI  to  vote  for  the  princiyle 
of  self-government  for  Ireland  and  for  this  measure  calcu- 
lated at  all  events  as  far  as  the  Local  Gjvernment  of  Ire- 
land is  concerned,  irrespective  of  the  question  of  the  mea- 
sure of  control  it  shoald  have  in  Imperial  Aefiii-s,  to  form  a 
basis,  for  settlement.    What  theh:)n,  gentleman  says  is 
that  measure  will  not  do,.  It  does  not  suit  his  viesys. 
He  is  opposed  to  any'  large   measure  of  Home  Rale. 
He  would  like  the  Irish  to  have  municipal  inotilutions,  but  a 
laige  measure  of  Home  Kale  he  is  opposed  to,  and  therefore 
he  is  opposed  to  my  motion.    That  is  the  reason  I  want  my 
motion  carried  bocause  I  am  in  favor  of  a  large  measure  of 
Home  Rule.    He  is  opposed  to  my  measure  because  it  will 
aid,  comfort  and  support  the  second  reading  of  Mr.  Glad- 
stone's Bill,  which  he  does  not  want.  But  that  is  just  what 
I  do  want — that  the  second  rcaling  of  that  Bill  should  ba 
carried.    I  believe  ihat  the  most  important  stage  in  the 
question  of  Home  Rule  for  Ireland  would  be  achieved  by 
the  second  reading  of  that  Bill.  I  do  not  believe  the  question 
will  be  ultimately  settled  in  the  terms  of  that  Bll,  but  the 
most  important  stage  in  the  settlement  of  it  will  have  been 
passed  if  it  is  carried,  and  if  it  fads  I  do  not  choose  to  forecast 
the  consequences.  ,  But  I  do  say  that  the  very  reason  which 
the  hon.  member  for  West  York  (Mr.  Wallace)  who,  with 
those  other  gentlemen,  are,  I  suppose,  the  dissentients,  to 
whom  the  hon.  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  referred— the 
very  reason  he  gives  as  a  reason  why  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Minister  ol  Inland  Revenue  is  preferable  to  the  motion.which 
I  have  offered- that  they  are  prepared  to  support  if,  because 
it  would  do  so  little  good  and  that  it  would    do  less 
harm, than  the  other,  is  the  reason  why  1  say  my  motion 
should  receive  the  support  of  the  House,    Theft  the  hon. 
gentleman  says  the  question  is  a  most  intricate  one. 
Ondoubtedly,  it  is  a  vast  question,  an  enormously  intricate 
question  in  its  details  ;  and  if  we  were  oflfering  an  opinion  ' 
on  all  its  details  I  think  we  would  require  a  great  deal  more 
study  and  perhaps  a  great  deal  more  local  knowledge,  as  to 
some  of  them,  than  we  have  had  the  opportunity  of  acquir-  ' 
ing.    But  we  are  not  asked  to  pronounce  on  the  details  of 
the  measure.    We  are  asked,  as  I  have  said  and  as  I  have 
established,  to  pronounce  on  the  second  reading  of  Mr. 
Gladstone's  Bill,  as  an  affirmation  of  the  principle  of  Homo 
Rule  to  Ireland.    That  is  the  best,  the  most  sensible,  the 
most  practical  step  towards  the  accomplishment  of  th& 
object  which  I  believe  a  majority  of  this  House  has  at  heart, 
and  that  step  we  are  asked  hot  to  take,  that  step  we  are 
asked  to  set -aside  in  favor  of  this  pale,  this  colorless  reso!"u- 
tion  of  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue,  which  is  acceptable  to 
hon,  gentlemen  who  do  not  like  Home  Rule,  becauBo  it  is  the 
less  calculated  to  promote  Home  Rule.  The  hon,  member  for 

Weill  York  (Mi-,  Wsdl&ee)  eaiU  it  really  loolied  to  him  is  if  i 


were  toadyiog  to  Mr.  Gladstone.  Because  I  had  not  moved  i 
an  address  dii  eolly  to  Mr,  Gladstone,  because  I  had  not  asked  | 
the  House  to  express  Its  sympathy. and.  admiration, for  Mr, 
Gladstone,  as  has  been  done  oy  other  bodies,  because  I  pre-, 
ferred  passing  him  by  moving  (or  an  address  to  our  Most 
Gracious  Sovereign,  1  was  suppo«e4  to  be  toalying  to  IVfr 
Gladstone.  When  in  1882  I  ventured  to  point  out  the  diffi- 
culties of  Mr.  Gladstone's  attitude  at  that  time,  when  I 
pointed  out  that  he  has  since  proved  true  by  his  action, 
that  it  was  not  a  suffloient  defence  for  him  to  say  that  a 
small  minority  which  had  grievances  did  not  formulate  a 
plan  wh'ch  thoy  bad  no  power  to  cany  into  ollect;  that  if 
be  admiitud  that  there  existed  grievances,  it  was  his  duty, 
who  had  the  power,  to  formulate  the  best  plan  he  could  in 
order  to  remedy  admitted  grievances  according  to  his 
lights.  The  First  Minister  said:  Here  is  a  gentleman  priti-. 
cising  that  great  statesman,  Mr.  Gladstone,  criticising  him 
adve  sely,  using  harph  language  towa-ds  him.,  telling  him 
that  he  is  mistaken,  that  he  is  wrong,  that  he  ought 
to  do  some  olher  thing.  Mr.  Gladstone,  he  said, 
though  a  great  statesman,  like  other,  men,  is  homan, 
aod  be  will  be  annoyed  when  he  sees  the  hon. 
gefitleman's  speech.  I  hope,  he  said,  that  the  Mansard 
containing  his  speech  will  be  delayed  in  transmission  ;  I 
hope  that  by  some  happy  accident  the  m»il  steamer  may  ,be 
lost,  so  that  the  hon.  gentleman's  speech  may  not  reach 
him,  because,  if  it  does,  the  good  which  the  address  will  do 
will  be  defeated  by  what  he  has  said  of  Mr.  Gladstone.  Yet 
the  hon.  member  for  West  York  finds  to-day  that  I  am 
toadying  to  Mr.  Gladstone.  Now,  Sir,  I  believe  it  is  extre- 
mely unfortunate  that  the  proposal  of  the  Minister  of  In- 
land Eevenue  as  to  an  effort  to  agree  upon  the  motion,  in 
the  interval  between  Tuesday  and  to-day,  were  not  by  him 
carried  out.  I  thiuk  it  would  have  b  en  much  better  if  that 
had.  been  done  ;  but  we .  h.iv.e.now  to  pottle  the  question  in 
the  ordinary  way.  I  consider  my  motion  preferable  to  the 
hon.  gentleman's  for  the  reason  I  have  stated..  I  consider 
tlie  amendment  which  the  hon  member  for  WeUington, 
(Mr  McMullou)  is  prop  jaing  to  introduce  to  it  an  improycT 
mont  on  my  motion.  I  intend,  ;lhej|efore,  to  vote  for  the 
amondmenl  of  the  hou.  me.mber  for.  Wcllingtqu.  _ 

Mr.  THOMPSON.  Ther?  is  only  one  reaaoo  .why!  feci 
justified, in  trespassing  on  the  indulgence  of  the  Houe«i.afler 
the  long  debate  we  have  had,  and  especially,  after  .the 
exceedingly  able  speech  to  which  we  have  just  listcned,,aa(i 
that  id  the  reason  that  I  am  one  of  the  few  members  .of  ,t|ie 
present  Cabinet  who  haye  jiot  had  previously,  to  day  an 
opportunity  of  expressing  an  opinion  on  this  question.  I 
an  one  of  the  members  of  the ,  party,  now  in  power  wbq 
synip.atbise  with  the  resoluliqns  and  the  address  which  this 
House  adopted  in  1882,  althqugb  l  bad  notthe.i)  the  honor 
of  a  seat  in  this  House.  I  sympathised  with  those  resoilu-,. 
tio^s  and  with  that  address  for  reasons  whio.h  I  propose  to 
state  to  this  Houf^e.  in  a  very  few  words,  and  they  are  .  the 
reasons  whiob  induced  the  hon.  member  for  ^outh:  Grey 
(!dr,  LaQderkin),.tQ  imjjugn  the  wisdouoi,  the  policy  and  the 
good  faith  of  thooe  resolutions  and  of  that  add t  ess,.  The  hon. 
member  for  South  Grey  in  theobsea  vation\yhich  hoaddivssed 
to  the  House  u  few  moments  ago,  intignated  thut  ttiqap  reso- 
lutions and  that  address  in  183 .i  were  exceodingly  ill-(|mo.d. 
He  told  the  House  that  at  that  time  there  wai>,  no  praQiica) 
measure  beforp  the  Parli.iment  of  the  Dnited  King<lom„and 
that  our  words  would  h^ve  very  ILitle  aignifioance  andivery 
little  efiect.  NoWi,  Sir,  the  circumstances  , in  wliiph  the 
Irish  question  stoo.d,  in  l?8i.weie  the,  circumstances  which 
induced  me  to  feet  proud,  as  one  having  some  Irish,  blo^iJ , 
in  his  veins,  pf  the  aotioix  taken  iby  tbq  hou.  gontlpnian, who 
now  occupies  the  ;po8itiQn  of  Minister  of  Inlawl  fBievenu/j,, 
and  to  feel  to  some  extent  proud  of  th<(aotiQn.of.thi8.HQB*e., 
The  circum^twtces,and  .the  .position  pf  <the,Ii;i8hiq\^eptipn„in 
188J  were  such  th^^,jthe,  .70199,  of  ,frieiyt|H|t«ic\'tm«flg%?.')Si- 
"  Mr,  Bii2£i, 


!  friendisk  was  called  for.  The  people  of  Ireland  in  1882,  and 
I  especially  the  men  who  spoke  for  her,  were  men  who  had 
few  friends  in  the  .British  Empire,  few  fi-i^nds  in  Parlia- 
ment, and  they  were  men  who  could  feel,  that  the  voice  of 
encouragement  coming  from  fellow-subjects  on  this  side  of 
the  ocean  would  bring  to  them  sentiments  of  friendship  and 
elements  of  strength  whiph  they  greatly  needed.  The  Irish 
people,  or  that  very  large  section  of  thejo,  at  any  rate,  who 
had  been  struggling  for  Home  Rule  and  the  amelioration  of 
the  land  laws,  were  then  in  prison,  and  this  Parliament 
w?s  oneof  the  first  on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic,  if  not 
the  only  Parliament  w'thin  the  British  Empire,  that,  raised 
a  voice,  not  only  to  assist  the  struggling  powers  but  raised 
a  voice  on  behalf  of  the  men  who  wsre  then  in  Kil  nain- 
ham  pr  son.  Ijot  me  ask  this  House  who  were  the  friends 
of  liberty  and  freedom,  who  are  so  boastfully  declaring  this 
evening  that  only  Within  their  rank-j  are  true  liberals  to 
be  found — where  thoy  were  when  those  sentiqients  were 
pressed,  on  this  House,  and  why  it  was  when  they  were  In 
Opposition  then,  as  they  are  now,  they  did  not  meet  in 
caucus  and  put  forth  their  leader  to  ask  the  House  to  pro- 
claim, that  the,  sentiments  of  liberty  and  freedom  they  are 
so  proud  to  advance  to  night  should  then  be  advmoed  in 
favor  of  men  who  had  few  friends,  men  ,who  were  actually 
immured  in  dungeons  in  Ireland,  in  1882.  These,  were  the 
very  reasons  which  induced  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Grey  (Mr.  Landorkin)  to  say  that  the  resolution  and  the 
ad  lress  then  were  ill-timed.  These  wer^  the  very  reasons 
which  led  mo, to  believe,  a'?  one  having  sorae  sympathy  with 
the  cause  in  favor  of  which  that  address  was  sent  forward, 
that  the  voice  of  this  Parliament  was  a  timely  voice.  The 
position  in  which  that  cause  stands  to-day  is,  very  different. 
It  is  the  hour  of  success,  notwithstanding  that  some  hon. 
menabers  on  this  side  of  the  House  doubt  the  immediate 
and  perhaps  the  eventual  success  of  the  cause  in  favor 
pf  which,,  this  struggle  has  taken  place.  This  much  at 
least  has  been,,achievod,  that  the  principle  ,cf  sprae  liberal 
measure. of  Home  Kule,  for  Ireland  has  received  far  jwlder 
acceptance, in  thej^United.Kingdom  than  could  possibly  have 
b^en  antjctpatedi  ,in  .|882.-  The  friends  of  that  cau'-e,  instead 
of  being  imprisoned,  are  leading  a  most  influontiiil  party 
hoMing.thebalanpe  of  power  in  the  British  Parliament; 
and  it  irt  only  pn  an  pcpa-tipu  when  the  cause  may  be  said 
to  haye,  t(;iU:mphe^r^JWh9n  at  any,  rate  it  has  adyaijced  so 
far  lhat.the  .succors,  of  such  ,  a  meas.ure,  consistent  , .with  the . 
isaf'oty  p|' t,he,Bm,gilre,and  the  rights  of  all  classes,  is  assured 
-— then  , J c,  is  that,  ihpso  friends  of  freedom,  who  coqibine 
with  (.heir  pwfl  ranks  and  caucus  cnly  sentiments  of  liberty, 
(ire  >yillipg.tp  oqme  forward  ,and  ask.  this,  Hou=^©  to  adopt 
resplutions  in  sympa^tihy  with. the  cause  which  has  achieved 
such  triumpt>-  Npw,,a  reason  given  why  the  Honse  should 
adppt  thi-<,resplutipn  is  that  it  is  the  right  pf  the  Hnuw,  in 
spite.pf  the  rebuke  pf  the  Harl  pf  KrmberleyitP  assert  its 
undoubted  privilege  of  addressing  the  Thione.,  Let  me 
call  the  attqntio^,  of  the  House  to  the  fact  thattbis  has, been 
altogether  renounced,  in  the  resplutipn  npw  pffered  tp  this 
House  and  in  the  speech  of  the  hon,  member  for  West 
Durham.  ,  That  resolution  and  that  (■peeqh,  assert  no  right. 
Tbey  simply  expressjiy  at  the  action  of  Mr.,  Gladslione  in 
intrjduoing  the  Home,  Kule  measure  ;  and  the)  hpn.  member 
tor  West  Durham  says  :  Weare  opt  apprp^h  jng  the  ThrPoe 
as  we  did  bofore  we  are  nqt  tendering  advice  tq  Her  Majesty, 
or -iier  Majesty's  advisors ;  we  are  cheiTing  them  on  Sir, 
the  House  in  188^,  ou  motipn  of  my  fnead  the  hon.  Minis- 
ter pf  Inland  ReveMue  ,ilid  cheer  pn  a  depressei,  a  dowooast 
cause,;  , and  I .  humbly  thipk  it  is  beneath  the  dignity  of 
this  House,  as  1  feel. sure  It  is  beneath  the  dignity  of  gentle- 
, men , expressing  sucu  a  large  love  of  liberty,  to  say  that 
..this  .lotion  . is  la l^ea  only  to  cheer,  on  the  Imperial 
,  Government,  sustfiined.by  a  pqwerful  Pacliiiment,  in  bring- 
.iug,fpi.watdi/a  measure  which  bp9j0btai|ied,6p  thorough  an 
.  »4^siiQ%^^«"'?'  t.h«lji8t*Q!»e|#,  pf  j.whio:^;  is  ii^^llj.  asfttt{ed,, 
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if  not  as'to  Its  details,  at  any  rate  as  to  a'^  very  large 'tafea- 
Btfre  of  the  principle  involved.  Nov),  instead  6f  Mr.  Glad- 
stone's position  and  bis  attitude  towards  tbe  Irish  members 
having  been  in  18  2  what  it  is  now  ?  I  hold  under  my  hand 
a  speech  delivered  by  him  not  more  than  four  months 
before  that  resolution  and  address  were  adopted  by  this 
House,  in  which  he  declared  that  the  policy  of  Mr.  Parnell 
and  his  Irish  followers,  which  had  been  put  forth  by  their 
friends  as  one  of  the  points  of  Irish  patriotism,  was  simply 
the  gospel  of  pliinder.  I  think  it  naore  consistent  with  lOve 
of  liberty,  lOve  of  civil  liberty,  and  love  of  personal  liberty, 
that  then  the  voice  Of  this  Parliament  should  be  raised,  as 
my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  asked 
Parliament  to  raise  it,  than  it  is  to  raise  it  in  the  hour  of 
comparative  success.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Durham  let  fall  one  remark  in  support  of  his  contontioil 
that  we  are'  not  sacrificing  our  dignity,  which  fell 
somewhat  strangely  on  my  ears.  One  of  the  reasons 
he  has  just  advanced  why  this  House  should  again  approach 
the  Throne,  or  rather  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  with  an  ad- 
dress expressing  joy  for  what  they  have  done,  is  that  the 
action  of  Lord  Himberley  in  1882  was  unadvised.  The  im- 
pression made  on  the  minds  of  some  cf  the  members  of  this 
House  by  the  tone  of  the  reply  senl  to  this  Parliament  was 
thai  Lord  Kimberley  alone  was  responsible  for  it.  Let  rte 
call  ihe  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  we  are  asked 
by  the  resolution  before  the  House  this  evening  to  express 
our  juy  at  the  action  of  that  "  god-like''statesman,"  as  he 
was  termed  by  the  hon.  tnembto  for'  South "Gr6y,  while  not 
Lord  Kimberley  alone,  but  the  "god-tikb  statesman"  himself 
declared  in  the  British  Parliament  in  188i,  not  unadvisedly, 
but  deliberately,  that  this  was  a  subject  about  which  the 
Parliament  of  Canada' had  no  right  to  interfere.  In  order 
that  the  House  may  not  suppose  that  I  am  mistaken  in  this, 
let  me  read  from  the  BngUsh  Hansard  of  1st  May,  1882  : — 

"Mr.  CALL  AN  asked  leave  to  propose  tiie  following  question, 
which  has  stood  in  his' name  on  the  notice  paper  ; — 

"  To 'ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treflflnt'y  'wtiether  liis  attention  'hka 
been  called  to  the  telegraphic  despatch  in  the  Times  of  April  the  2nd, 
under  date :  < 

"' Ottawa,  20th  April. 

"  'In  to-day's  sitting  of  the  House  of  Oomtnons  of  the  Dominion  Mr. 
Oostigan,  a  Gooservattve,  moved  that  an  address  should  be  presented  to 
the  yueeo,  prnying  that  a  form  of  self-government  should  be  granted  to 
Ireland  similar  to  that  enjoyed  by  Canada,  add  that'  clemency' should 
be  extended  to  the  political  prisoners  in  Ireland.  Mr.  Blake,  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition,  made  a  powerful  speech  in  favor  ot  Home  Rule  for 
Ireland,  dtr  John  Macdonald,  the  Premier,  also  supported  the  resolu- 
tion proposed  by  Mr.  Costigan,  which  "^vas  'uaahimously  adopted.  Sir 
John  Macdonald  stated  that  he  would  see  that  the-.necessaiy  steps  were 
taken  to  have  the  address  prepared,  in  order  that  it  might  be  sent  to  the 
Senate  for  concurrence 

"  Whether  he  will  have  anv  objection  to  direct  that  a  copy  of  the  said 
address  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House ;  and  whether  he  proposes 
to  take  any  action  in  the  matter?"  , 

"  Mr.  GLADSTONE.  I  think  when  snch  a  question  relating  to  a 
public  body  had  been  for  some  time  on  the  paper,  it  is  necessary  th^t  it 
should  be  answered  as  soon  as  possible,  and  I  propose  to  answer,  at  any 
rate,  so  much  of  the  questioa  as  is  before  us. 

"  Mr.  CALL  AN.  t  wish  to  make  ail  addition  to  the 'question,  and  to 
ask  whether  the  right  hon.  gentleman  is  aware  that  since  toy  Notice  was 
first  given,  the  Ganadian  Senate,  or  Upper  House,  has  confirmed'  the 
resolution  ?  ^ 

"  Mr.  GLADSTONE.  No,  Sir;  t  am  not  aware  that  the  Senate  had 
concurred  in  the  proceedings  of  the  Assembly.  The  Address  was  not 
transmitted  in  the  regular  manner.  We  are  cognisant  of  the  resolution 
having  been  paseed,  and  of  its  contents,  but  only  bya  telegraphic  report.' 
We  CHunot  present  it  to  the  House,  because  .we  are  not  in  possession  of 
the  document.    With  regard  to  the  substance  of  the  resolntion,  the  hon; 

gentleman  has  called  upon  me  lo  enter  upon  a  niatter  which  is  fitter  for 
ebate  than  a  mere  reply  to  a  question-;  but,  of  course,  I  hiay  o'bserve 
that  although,  no  doubt,  the  Assembly  of  Oan^da  desirtd  to  assist  our 
deliberations,  the  question  referred  to  in  the  address  appertains  exclu- 
sively to  the  Imperial  Parliament— (the  very  wOrds  of  Lord  Kimberley's 
despatcb)— and  the  Imperial  Government ;  and  I  may  add,  that  do  much 
of  trie  subject  matter  as  touches  the  discretion  of  tbe  Executive  Govern- 
,ment—  for  this  is  part  of  the  subject  matter — had  our  close  and  constant 
^attention  before  the  int.matiou  of  the  wish  expressed  in  the  address, 
.r^either  from  that  quarter  6r  any  dtbeV  quarter,  had  reiached  'us  in  the 
'  Bb&pe'df  ahy'sdggesiion."  ^  '' 


It  Will  not  be  now  said  that  the  expression  in  the  despatch 
by  which  the^'address  of  this  Parliament  was  answered  as 
ab  expression  tinadvisedly  used  by  Lord  Kimberly.  It  will 
not  be  said  we  are  not  acked  to  sacritioe  all  d  goity  and 
self-respefit  in  'being  asked  to  approach,  not  for  the  purpose 
of  advising,  not  for  the  purpose  of  giving  practical  assis- 
tance, but  simply,  to  use  the  expression  of  the  hon.  member 
for  West  Durham  a  few  minutes  ago,  for  the  purpose  of 
Ch^erin^  on  the  man  who  said,  in  answer  to  our  advice  in 
1882  :  I  wish  you  to  tlnderstand  that  this  is  a  matter  which 
belongs  exOlnsrvely  to  me  and  with  which  you  have  nothing 
whatever  to  do. '  1  do  not  profess  to  concur  in  that  opinion 
at  all.  t  agree  in  the  statement  of  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Durham,  that_we  have  the  right  to  express  our  opinion, 
as  fellow-subjects  of  the  Empire,  on  that  or  any  other 
question  ;  but  1  do  say  that  before  this  House  is  asked  to 
sacrifice  its  dignity  by  approaching  again  the  very  men 
tvho  have  declared  they  have  no  advice  to  take  from  us, 
that  the  matter  fs  exclusively  one  for  themselves  to  coii- 
sider,  and  that  they  had  formed  their  opinion  before  hearing 
from  us,  at  least  it  should  be  shown  that  some  practical 
useful  purpose  is  to  be  served  and  somebody  to  be  bene- 
fited. It  is  for  these  reasons  that  I  am  in  sympathy 
entirely  with  the  Minister  of  Inland  Bevenue,  in  feel- 
ing indisposed  to  invite  the  action  of  Parliament  upon  that 
question  a'gain  this  Session.  Now,  however,  that  he  has 
done  sO,  I  feel  no'besitation  in  voting  for  his  reeolutiob, 
inasmuch  as  it  expresses  the  adherence  of  this  House  to  the 
principles  of  the  address  of  1882,  which  looked  to  the  paci- 
fication of  Ireland,  the  gratification  of  the  local  ambition  of 
a  great  body  of  the  people,  the  preservation  of  the  rights  of 
the  minority  and  the  integrity  of  the  Empire ;  but  I  do  say, 
both  as  one  who  is  entirely  in  sympathy  with  the  address 
of  1882,  and  as  a  member  of  this  House,  that  I  am  opposed 
to  passing  any  address  On  this  subject  in  view  of  all  these 
circumstances,  and  that  I  think  the  dignity  and  self-respect 
Of  this  House  will  be  best  maintained  by  simply  asserting 
'what  this  Hotise  resolved  in  ISS'i  it  adheres  to  to-night,  and 
records  its  Opinion  without  undertaking  to  present  an 
address  on  the  subject  to  the  man  who  spurned  our  address 
befoi-e,  from  WhOth  wB  have  no  reason  to  expect  any  change 
in  this  particular,  although  there  may  be  a  change  in  the 
question  now  bLfure  Parliament.  There  is  no  occasion 
whatever  for  considering  that  Mr,  Gladstone  would 
deem  the  advice  of  the  Parliament  ot  Canada 
more  useful  or  that  administration  of  Irish  affairs  was 
any  less  exclusively  in  the  pi-ovince  of  the  Imperial 
Parliainentin  1886  than  it  was  in  18S2.  The  bon.  member 
for  West  Durhani  (Mr.  Blake)  seems  to  have  a  contrary 
view,  WeOause  he  calls  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
manifesto  i.^sued  by  Mr.  Gladstone.  I  humbly  difi'er  from 
the  hOn.  gentleman.  I  htimbly  think  that  Mr.  Gladstone 
did  not,  in  that  manifesto,  invite  the  expression  and  the 
opinion  of  the  Parliament  Of  Csnada,  ard  I  do  not  believe 
'  that  the  influence  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada  at  this  stage 
of  the  discussion  will  have  any  useful  result.  If  he  thought 
it  would  assist  in  the  consideration  of  the  question  in  the 
Imperial  Parliament  that  the  opinion  of  the  Canadian 
Pailiament  should  bo  known,  Mr  Gladstone  could  call  it  up 
from  the  Colonial  OflSce.  The  Ofiice  in  Downing  Street 
can  inform  him  of  the  opinions  of  the  Govetnment  of 
Canada;  he  can  call  up  the- address  of  both  Houses  of 
Pat-lijment— the  first  expression  of  Parliament,  the  unre- 
scinded  expression  of  Parliament,  declared  in  the  most 
fdrmal  way  and  (jonveyed  to  the  Imperial  authorities  in 
the  exercise  of  our  rights  as  British  subjects— and  use  it  on 
the  second  reading  Ot  the  Bill.  The  contention  made  by  one 
of  the  hOn.' 'gentleman's  supporters  that  bocause  when  anew 
Pferliameaf  came  in  it  was  necessary  to  reiterate  all  tho=e 
resbliitions  seems  to  me  an  extraordinary  argument.  If 
that  be  so,  it  would  be  the  'duty  of  a  new  Parliament  to 
adopt  all  the  resolutions  of  theold  one,' exoepting  those  the 
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Houso  dissents  from ;  it  would  be  our  duty  to  re-enact  all 
our  old  Statutes.  But  we  have  been  accustomed  to  suppose 
that  that  which  went  forward  deliberately  and  solemnly, 
by  the  unanimous  vo'es  of  both  Houses,  is  an  expression  of 
opinion  which  might  be  said  to  last,  at  any  rate,  until  a 
contrary  opinion  is  expressed.  When  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Durham  moved  his  resolution  a  few  days  ago,  I  con- 
fess it  was  with  surprise  [  heard  the  statement,  which  I  was 
bound  to  accept,  that  it  was  introduced  in  no  party  spirit. 
I  felt  surprised  at  that  statement,  because!  supposed  that 
the  leader  of  ihe  Opposilion,  in  moving  that  resolution  as 
an  amendment  to  the  motion  to  go  into  Supply,  an  amend- 
ment which  the  Government  were  bound,  under  the  circum- 
stances, to  treat  as  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence  — 
Mr.  MILLS.    Not  at  all. 

Mr.  THOMPSON.  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman  would 
have  avowed  his  position  was  this,  that  he  proposed  to 
challenge  on  public  grounds  the  attitude  of  this  Government 
on  this  question;  but  the  hon.  gentleman  chose  to  state  at 
that  stage  of  the  discussion  that  it  was  introduced  in  no 
party  spirit,  and  we  were  bound  to  accept  that  statement  — 
although,  I  must  say,  it  was  with  considerable  difficulty  I 
accepted  it.  I  am  glad  that  the  strain  involved  in  the  ac 
ceptance  of  that  proposition  is  no  longer  upon  us,  because 
the  hon.  gentleman,  in  the  exceedingly  pleasing  and  good- 
humored  speech  wbich  he  made  a  few  moments  ago,  grace 
fully  threw  off  the  mask,  and  declared,  if  not  in  so  many 
words,  in  sentiment,  that  this  which  is  being  pushed  on  this 
House  this  evening  is  purely  a  party  measure.  The  hon. 
gentleman  evinced  the  greatest  delight  and  ecstasy  which  I 
have  not  wilnessed  upon  his  countenance  since  1  came  to 
this  House,  and  which  I  would  be  exceedingly  gratified  to 
see,  if  not  in  such  a  cause,  in  pointing  out  the  gentlemen 
on  this  side  who  are  unable  to  concur  in  the  resolu- 
tion. Tnere  he  showed  at  once  that  one  of  the 
objects  he  had  in  bringing  this  resolution  forward  was 
to.  show  that  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  were  not  a 
unit  on  this  quest  onj  but  1  am  sure  nobody  would  accuse 
me  in  this  House  of  imputing,  from  want  of  charity,  any 
such  motive  to  the  hop.  gentlemen,  when  they  recall  the 
words  in  which  I  regretted  to  hear  him  assail  a  number  of 
gentlemen  on  this  side  loud  by  the  Minister  of  Inland  Bev- 
enue— gentlemen  who  have  justified  their  adhesion  to  the 
,  principles  of  personal  feedom  and  civil  liberty  under  many 
trying  circumstances  which  that  hon.  gentleman  has  never 
had  to  undergo  i' gentlemen  who  have  evinced  their  will- 
ingness lo  support  this  cause  when  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Dufbam  and  bis, friends  in  the  Liberal  caucus  of  free- 
.  don;  and  liberty  stood  mute  in  this  House  ;  men  who  raised 
their  voices  and  induced  this  House  unanimously  to  express 
an  opinion  in  favor  of  Home  Rule ;  when  he  assailed  these 
persons  in  words  which  I  think  the  hon,  gentleman  himself 
regret  to  go  on  record,  when  he  assailed  them  as  the  Tory 
Irish  Catholic  league.  I  suppose  that,  after  words  like  that 
uttered  against  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  for  no 
other  reason  than  that  they  felt,  for  the  reasons,  I  venture 
to  say,  which  1  have  already  stated,  that  it  was  not  an 
opportune  time,  and  the  needs  of  the  case  did  not  call  for 
them  to  bring  forward  a  resolution  like  this,  for  no  other 
reason  than  that  they  were  unwilling  to  obtrude  this  ques 
tion  unnecessarily  again  and  because  they  were  unwill- 
ing to  support  the  hon.  gentleman  in  an  appeal 
to  the  Throne  made  for  the  purpose  of  cheering 
on  the  gentleman,  who  told  os  in  188J,  with  a  double  voice, 
that  this  was  a  matter  exclusively  for  himself,  and  that  he 
was  quite  able  to  form  an  opinion  upon  it  without  hearing 
us  at  all,  simply  because  we  declined  to  join  him  in  that 
address,  although  we  adhered  as  faithfully  to  the  principles 
of  the  resolutions  as  we  did  in  1882,  we  were  to  be  stigmati^ed 
in  the  eyes  of  our  fellow  members  in  the  House  who  were 
Bnable  to  vote  with  us,  and  in  the  eyes  of  o«r  follow  citiwns 
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in  the  country  who  were  unable  to  think  as  we  did,  as  the 
Tory  Irish  Catholic  league.  Wben  the  hon.  gentleman 
reproaches  us  in  these  terms,  I  thought  I  was  justified  in 
assuming  that  the  strain  he  put  on  my  credulity  the  day 
before  yesterday  would  bo  altogether  reliovet  to-eight. 
There  was  one  other  reason  which  was  perfectly  obvious, 
both  from  his  remarks  and  from  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Grey  (Mi-.  Linderkin),  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  resolution,  and  that  was  that  it  was  to  put,  if 
possible,  in  a  false  position  my  hon.  colleague,  the  Minister 
of  Inland  Revenue.  One  half  of  the  hon.  gentleman's  remarks 
twothirJs  of  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  South  Grey 
were  given  to  an  assault  upon  that  gentleman's  consistency. 
As  I  have  said  before  under  the  circumstances  which  existed 
in  1832  when  popular  opinion  was  not  to  be  gained,  when 
the  good  graces  of  Mr.  Gladstone  were  not  to  be  gained  by 
the  expression  of  opinion  on  this  question,  my  hon.  friend 
who  sits  beside  me  asked  this  House  to  join  in  that  expres- 
sion of  opinion  at  a  time  when  those  who  claim  that  the 
principles  of  liberty  are  altogether  in  their  keeping  were 
unwilling  to  express  an  opinion  upon  it  until  they  were  led 
by  the  present  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue.  Nobody  kuows 
better  than  I  do  the  statement  that  was  made  in  the  London 
Times  and  read  to  the  House  of  Commons  that  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Durham  (VIr.  Blake)  male  a  very  able 
speech  upon  that  occasion,  showed  a  great  deal  of  ability, 
and  adopted  the  favorable  gale  which  was  then  carrying 
that  resolution  through  the  House.  Nobody  knows  better 
than  I  do  the  ability  with  which  he  discussed  that  question, 
and  I  do  not  wish  for  a  moment  to  detract  from  the  contri- 
bution which  an  eloquent  speech  like  that  made  to  the 
business  of  the  occasion;  but  I  am  still  disposed,  as  one  of 
the  members  of  this  House  sympathising  in  the  amendment 
which  has  been  moved  this  evening,  to  decline,  notwith- 
standing the  hon.  gentleman's  great  eloquence  and 
great  fervor  on  that  occasion  to  agree  with  him  in 
the  attack  he  made  on  the  hon.  the  Minister  of 
Inland  Revenue,  who,  as  I  said,  without  the  aid 
of  the  hon.  gentleman,  so  freely  tendered  the  day  before 
yesterday,  brought  the  question  before  the  House  aud  chose 
the  time  for  doing  it  when,  as  I  have  said,  the  resolution  of 
this  House  could  do  th)  most  good,  and  we  hid  not  merely 
the  agreeable  task  of  cheering  on  Her  M  ijesty's  frime  Min- 
ister in  a  couise  which  he  has  alieady  adopted  without  the 
advice  of  Canada,  and  after  informing  Canada  that  she  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  question.  As  one  of  the  members 
of  the  House,  as  I  have  said,  taking  this  view,  notwithstand- 
ing what  has  been  said  this  evening,  I  expressed  my  adhe- 
sion to  the  course  and  the  consistency  and  the  sincerity  of 
the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue,  and  I  believe  that 
the  people  throughout  this  country  wh>  sympathise  with 
the  principles  expressed  in  this  amendment,  will  prefer  the 
course  which  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Inland  Rcionut)  has 
adopted  to  the  course  the  Opposition  have  adopted  on  this 
question,  notwithstanding  the  desperate  attempt  that  has 
been  made  to  break  down  that  gentleman's  posilioa  as  regards 
his  consistency  and  his  riglit  to  speak  for  his  fellow  couutry- 
meo  and  his  co-religionistfl.  But,  if  the  hon.  gentleman's 
words  were  not  sufficient  when  he  pointed  with  tuoh  pleasure 
to  the  dissentions  in  this  House  which  his  roeolution  had 
caused,  if  his  words  were  not  sufficient  when  be  assailed 
gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  who  felt  so  warm  an 
interest  in  this  question  that  perhaps  from  pardonable  zeal 
they  thought  thia  question  entirely  in  their  own  keeping,  if 
the.se  words  were  not  sufficient,  1  should  suppose  the  words 
of  the  hon.  mover  of  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  this 
evening  would  be  quite  sufficient  to  show  that  this  thing 
has  been  pushed  upon  the  House  as  purely  a  party  measure 
and  purely  to  put  the  Government  in  a  false  position  upon 
it,  which  I  venture  to  say  they  shall  not  be  able  to  do.  I 
need  not  say  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  is  responsi 
ble  for  the  statements  of  the  mover  of  the  amendment  to 
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the  amendment,  because  lie  sat  by  and  heard  them  all,  he 
cheered  them  all,  he  failed  to  disallow  any  of  them,  and  he 
declared  at  the  end  of  his  remarks  that  he  intented  to  vote 
for  the  resolution  with  which  the  mover  of  the 
amendment  to  the  amendment  closed  his  speech ;  and 
that  gentleman  perhaps  at  an  earlier  stage  than 
his  leader  intended,  disclosed  the  whole  game  by 
stating  that  we  were  angry  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
because  the  wind  had  been  taken  out  of  our  sails,  because 
we  saw  that  we  had  sacrificed  an  opportunity  to  make  our- 
selves popular.  Uow,  the  hon.  mover  of  the  amendment  to 
the  amendment,  the  rebolution  which  is  going  to  meet  the 
support  of  his  leader,  the  hon,  member  for  VV^est  Duiham, 
has  declared,  in  a  voice  in  which,  after  that,  it  shall  be 
surely  said  he  speaks  for  his  party,  that  the  object  of  bring- 
ing this  whole  question  before  the  House,  and  especially  in 
embarking  the  little  resolution  which  he  concluded  his 
remarks  by  moving,  is  simply  to  outsail  the  Government, 
to  outsail  the  members  in  favor  of  Home  Eule  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  and  to  seize  the  opportunity  which  he 
thought  and  which  they  think  we  sacrificed  of  cultivating 
populaiity,  making  ourselves  popular,  although  the  expres- 
sion of  the  opinion  of  this  Parliament  cannot  serve  any 
useful  purpose  other  than  that  of  making  ourselves  popular, 
and  would  be,  in  the  way  in  which  it  is  proposed  to  express 
it,  a  sacrifice  of  the  dignity  and  the  consistency  of  this  Par- 
liament. 

Mr,  COUBSOL.  Notwithstanding  the  lateness  of  the 
hour,  1  feel  that  I  cannot  give  a  silent  vote  on  this  ques- 
tion, representing,  as  I  do,  the  lararest  and  most  populous 
division  in  the  Dominion,  inhabited  by  so  many  thousands 
of  Irishmen,  true  to  their  adopted  land,  and  true  to  Ire- 
land. I  have  had  the  occasion  to  attend  meetings  in  favor 
of  Home  Eule,  called  by  the  most  influential  Irishmen  of 
the  city  of  Montreal.  There  was  but  one  spirit,  and  that 
was  in  favor  of  the  scheme  proposed  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  and 
then  and  there  it  was  said  that  they  hoped  that  every  effort 
■would  be  made  by  the  friends  of  Ireland,  whenever  that 
occasion  should  come,  in  order  to  strengthen  the  hands  of 
Mr.  Gladstone  at  the  present  moment.  It  is  indeed  a  great 
sight  to  see  the  Premier  of  the  British  Empire  coming  for- 
ward with  a  scheme  to  relieve  Ireland  from  the  grievances 
of  centuries  past,  and  it  is  not  surprising  that  the  attention 
of  the  world  is  now  rivetted  on  the  British  Parliament. 
From  every  part  of  the  globe  Mr.  Gladstone  has  received 
despuLuhes  and  letters  of  congratulation ;  from  every  part  of 
the  globe  M.L-.  PurnBll,  who  has  behaved  so  nobly  in 
behalf  of  Ireland,  has  also  received,  probably,  the 
same  amount  of  congratulation.  The  Legislature  of 
the  Province  of  Quebec  sent  a  resolution  to  Mr. 
Gladstone,  which  he  acknowledged  with  pleasure,  and 
it  now  remains  for  the  House  of  Commons  to  do  the  same. 
I  believe  that  the  9,000,000  of  Irishmen  inhabiting  this 
continent,  believe  that  something  ought  to  be  done  in  this 
House.  I  think  it  is  the  opinion  of  all  the  Irishmen  in 
Canada  that  something  should  be  done  here,  and  1  beiiovu 
they  will  be  thankful  to  the  mover  of  the  resolution.  This 
is  no  time  to  quarrel  about  politics.  This  is  no  time  to  say 
that  it  has  been  brought  iu  by  the  leader  of  the  Govern- 
ment or  the  leader  of  the  Opposition.  It  is  for  us  to  decide 
whether  the  proposition  before  us  deserves  our  approval, 
whether  it  will  serve  the  purpose  desired,  whether  it  will 
show  to  England,  to  the  British  Empire,  that  Mr.  Glad- 
stone, in  his  Home  Eule  measure,  has  friends  in  Canada  who 
are  disposed  to  cheer  him  on  in  the  couite  he  has  adopted. 
The  measure  may  have  many  defects,  it  may  not  pass  in  its 
shape,  but  all  we  want  to  know  is  whether  Ireland  will  be 
benefited  and  satisfied.  If  we  find  that  the  measure  talis- 
fies  Irishmen,  we  also  shall  be  satisfied.  I  am  not  an 
Irishman,  but  I  have  felt  for  Ireland  ever  since  I 
read  her  history,  and  now  at  last,  after  so  many  cen- 
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turies  of  oppression,  so  many  centuries  of  persecu- 
tion, at  last  one  man  steps  forward  and  brings  up  the 
naoasure  intended  to  remove  her  grievances,  and  that  man 
is  the  Premier  of  England.  We  are  told  that  Mr.  Gladstone 
held  different  views  some  time  ago.  I  do  not  care  what 
views  he  may  have  held  in  the  past,  I  care  for  his  views  of 
to-day.  I  take  his  proposition  as  I  find  it,  and  I  think  it 
deserves  our  hearty  support.  I  believe  the  day  is  not  far 
distant  when  he  will  achieve  that  great  feat  of  repairing 
the  injustices  of  the  past,  that  he  will  receive  the  reward 
he  deserves,  and  that  his  biilliant  career  will  be  closed  by 
passing  a  law  that  will  be  a  blessingto  the  people  who  have 
suffered  so  long,  for  my  part,  I  do  not  view  this  as  a  party 
measure.  If  the  proposition  of  the  Minister  of  Inland  Reve- 
nue had  been  alone  before  the  House,  I  would  gladly  have 
supported  it.  But  if  I  find  something  more  to  the  point, 
something  calculated  to  do  more  good,  I  am  bound,  as  a 
lover  of  Ireland,  as  a  lover  of  freedom,  to  support  the 
second  proposition.  I  know  that  the  Minister  of  Inland 
Revenue  has  done  all  he  possibly  could  for  his  country.  I 
know  the  love  he  has  for  Ireland,  he  has  proved  it  on  many 
occasions,  and  I  am  sure  that  iu  this  instance  he  has  been 
moved  by  the  purest  motives  of  patriotism.  But  that  alone 
should  tiot  prevent  us  from  judging  all  the  motions  before 
us.  We  are  bound  to  take  them  as  we  find  them.  I  think 
the  motion  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  coupled  with 
the  amendment,  is  calculated  to  do  good,  and  that  it  will 
have  the  effect  of  showing  the  position  of  this  House  and 
the  country.  It  is  said  we  have  received  a  rebuke  from 
England.  Well,  Sir,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  and  I  be- 
lieve so  far  as  the  people  of  this  country  is  concerned,  it  is 
a  matter  of  indifference  whether  this  House  received  a  re- 
buke four  years  ago ;  all  we  wint  is  to  accomplish  our 
object,  the  position  is  not  the  same  now,  circumstances  have 
changed,  Are  we  to  be  told  that  we  British  subjects  living 
in  this  great  Dominion,  have  no  right  to  lay  our  views  at 
the  foot  of  the  Throne  ?  Are  we  not  interested  in  this  ques- 
tion— perhaps  even  more  than  any  other  colony  of  the 
Empire  ?  Who  knows  the  consequences  which  a  refusal  of 
Home  Rule  might  entail  upon  this  Dominion  ?  Who  knows 
where  trouble  might  come  from  1  We  might  have  to  defend 
our  shores  with  our  money  and  our  blood.  I  know  not 
what  might  be  the  consequences  if  that  measure  should  be 
refused.  But  if  it  passes  I  believe  it  is  calculated  to 
bring  peace  and  harmony,  not  only  to  England,  but  to 
the  whole  world,  wherever  there  are  Irishmen,  and  especi- 
ally in  this  part  of  America,  Sow,  Sir,  the  motion  of  the 
hon,  leader  of  the  Opposition  is  couched  in  a  calm,  dignified 
tone,  there  is  nothing  in  it  to  ofifend,  and  I  am  sure  if  it  is 
sent  by  this  Parliament  to  Mr.  Gladstone,  he  will  receive  it 
with  gratitude,  and  thereby  correct  the  mistake  that  was 
made  before.  We  ought  not  to  think  of  that,  if  we  can 
accomplish  our  end,  our  first  object  is  to  do  good  to  Ire- 
land, and  we  ought  not  to  dispute  about  the  terms,  we  need 
not  be  so  punctillious  about  the  terms ;  let  us  do  our  duty 
first  about  the  cause  of  Trelaed  and  of  Home  Rule,  and  if 
wo  succeed  we  shall  be  satisfied.  If,  on  the  contrary,  tha 
English  Government  should  think  fit  to  return  such  an 
answer  as  they  did  before,  then  Canada  will  know  what  she 
will  have  to  do,  but  I  presume  no  such  thing  will 
happen,  I  shall  vote  in  favor  of  the  amendment  as  it  stands, 
hoping  that  it  will  be  annexed  to  the  motion  of  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).   I  desire  to  say  but  a  few 

words  on  the  subject  that  has  engaged  the  attention  of  the 
House  this  afternoon  and  evening.  I  have  waited  until  our 
Irish  friends  in  the  House  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
expressing  their  views,  and  now  that  they  have  had  full 
opportunity,  and  one  of  our  French  friends  has  found 
occasion  to  approve  of  the  course  of  the  leader  of  the 
.  Opposition  and  of  the  resolution  which  he  has  submitted,  I, 
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who  cannot  claim  to  be  either  Irish  by  birth  or  Irish  by  j 
descent,  recognize  that  fact,  and  at  the  same  time  venture 
to  claim  that  I  am  in  a  position  in  which  I  may  be  permitted 
to  say  a  few  words  on  this  question.    I  conceive  this  to  be 
a  question  that  is  more  than  an  Irish  question.  These 
resolutions  are  introduced  into  the  Canadian  Parliament, 
and  as  a  Canadian,  and  as  a  representative  in  the  Canadian 
Parliament,  I  feel  I  am  at  liberty  to  express  my  views  in 
regaid  to  the  substance  of  them,  and  to  intimate  what  my 
views  are  in  that  direction.    I  think  it  is  eminently  proper 
that  in  the  Canadian  Parliament,  composed  of  the  represent- 
atives of  various  Provinces,  which  enjoy  to  the  full  the 
privilege  of  local  self-government,  such  resolutions  should 
be  introduced.     I  was   one  of  those    in  the  House, 
who,  in   1882,  was  very  glad,  along  with  almost  all 
the  members  in  the  House,  to  ratify  by  my  assent 
and  by  my  vote  on  that  occasion  what  I  believed  to  be  a 
correct  principle,  that  local  self-government  should  be  given 
to  the  people  of  Ireland,  permitting  them  to  manage  their 
own  local  affairs  as  to  them  might  seem  right  and  proper. 
And  therietore  when  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  has  to  day 
placed  in  your  hands,  Mr.  Speaker,  a  resolution  declaring 
that  we  adhere  to  the  principles  we  enunciated  at  that  time 
and  evidenced  by  our  vote  and  that  he  desires  further  to 
express  to  Her  Majesty  our  belief  that  the  principles  we 
then  advocated  have  been  incorporated  in  a  measure  that 
has  been  brought  down  by  the  Imperial  Cabinet  and  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  of  Commons,  I  feel  that  I  desire  to 
express  my  approval  of  that  resolution  and  give  it  my 
support,  and,  if  I  have  an  opportunity,  my  vote.    It  is  to  be 
regretted  very  much,  I  think,  that  on  a  question  of  thisgreat 
consequence,  on  a  question  on  which  it  is  so  desirable  that 
we  should  all  be  united,  an  attempt  should  have  been  made 
to  introduce  an  element  of  party  strife.    It  is  particularly 
to  be  regretted  tnat  the  evident  intention  to  introduce  if 
possible  party  strife  into  the  discussion  of  this  question 
should  come  from  those  who  have  constituted  themselves, 
asit  were,  the  special  champions  of  the  Irish  people  and 
1  *i     ^"^^    ca.uae.    They  have  seen    fit  to  acocuse 
the  leader  of  the    Opposition  of   acting    from  party 
motues  in  introducing  his  resolution.    The  Minister  of 
Justice  has  not  thought  it  beneath  him  to  charge  upon  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  that  he  was  actuated  by  purely 
party  motives  in  introducing  this  resolution.    I  excuse 
some  of  the  statements  ne  made  lo-night,  as  I  feel  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  understood  he  was  in  an  awkward  position 
when  he  intimated  that  he  would  vote  down  the  proposal  of 
the  leader  of  the  Oppotition.    His  charge  was  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  had  moved  it  for  purely  party  purposes. 
What  was  the  evidence  he  gave  ?    Cdn  any  hon.  gentleman 
in  the  action  or  in  the  words  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
point  to  a  single  word  or  a  single  circumstance  that  would 
corroborate  such  a  statement?    Hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
say  the  proof  is  to  be  found  in  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
naving  moved  this  motion  as  an  amendment  on  goinK  into 
Committtee  of  Supply,  when  it  became,  as  a  matter  ot 
course,  a  vote  of  non-confldence  in  the  Administration. 
Ihe  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  that  statement  is  not  cor- 
rect.   He  knows  that  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  moved 
the  motion  on  that  occasion,  because  it  was  only  upon  such 
an  occasion  that  it  ^as  possible  for  him  to  move  it  during 
this  Session  ;  aud  more  than  that,  the  hon.  gentleman  took  ' 
care,  when  he  made  the  motion,  to  announce  that  it  was  not ' 
made  in  a  party  sense  and  not  as  a  leader  of  a  party 
bnt  in  the  hope  that  it  would  receive  the  unanimous 
TTt  °i  "  only  necesTry 

for  the  Minister  to  act  on  the  resolution  in  the  spirit  in 
which  ,t  was  proposed,  just  as  was  done  in  1882  when  the 
introduced  at  a  precisely  similar 
time,  to  have  removed  it  entirely  out  of  the  region  of  party 
tr  J"^'""'  »°      '°  and  united  on  theiir 

side  of  the  House,  and  thus  a  unanimous  vote  on  this  occa- 
Mr.  Paibbson  (Brant). 
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sion  might  have  been  secured'as  it  was  in  1882.  When  the 
leader  of  the  House  objected  to  the  motion  coming  up  as  an 
amendment  to  Supply  the  hon.  gentleman  announced  his 
willmgness  to  withdraw  his  motion  if  a  day  was  appointed 
and  immediately  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  agreed.  Subse- 
quently, the  leader  of  the  Government  made  another  stipu- 
lation that  it  should  not  be  brought  up  as  an  amendment  to 
go  into  Supply  but  as  a  subsequent  motion  ;  and  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  signified  his  acquiescence.  He  did  more  than 
that.  When  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  suggested  that 
by  conference  they  could  probably  arrange  a  resolution 
that  would  secure  the  unanimous  support  of  the  House  he 
said  he  desired  a  conference  with  the  hon.  gentlemen  oppo- 
site, and  that  he  would  be  happy  to  receive  suggestions,  and 
to  arrive  at  some  motion  that  would  pass  the  House  unani- 
mously.  Where  then  is  the  proof  of  the  charge  laid 
against  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  that  he  has  intro- 
duced  this  resolution  in  a  purely  party  spirit  and  for 
party  gains  and  purposes?  The  Minister  of  Justice 
chai-fjed  that  when  the  Costigan  resolutions  were  intro- 
duced, one  of  which  expressed  the  hope  that  persons  then 
confined  in  gaol  might  be  released,  the  voice  of  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  was  not  raised  on  that  occasion.  Does 
not  the  hon.  gentleman  know  that  on  that  very  occasion 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  seconded  the  motion.  Does 
not  he  know,  and  if  he  was  not  present  has  he  not  heard 
that  such  was  the  case  ?  I  well  recall  that  his  eloquent 
advocacy  of  the  cause  of  local  self-government  for  the 
Irish  people  captivated  the  entire  parliamentary  assembly, 
and  that  the  cheers  rang  out  not  only  from  his  supporters' 
but  from  those  who  were  politically  opposed  to  him.  I  have 
here  the  testimony,  in  contradiction  of  the  charge  of  the 
Minister  of  Justice  that  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  had 
sat  tilent  upon  that  occasion.  I  have  the  testimony 
of  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  himself.  In  his 
speech  delivered  in  this  House  the  other  day  he  said  ; 

"  Mr.  Speaker,  on  a  former  occasion,  when  this  same  subject  was  dia- 
cusaed  before  this  Parliament,  no  man  who  sat  in  this  Uhamberaud 
listened  to  the  hon.  gentleman  when  he  spoke  on  that  ocoasio  i  admired 
him  more  sincerely  than  I  did,  or  was  more  ready  to  congratulate  him 
upon  the  very  able  speech  he  delivered  on  that  occasion." 

And  yet,  Sir,  the  Minister  of  Justice  rose  and  charged  when 
these  resolutions  were  passing  through — alluding  to  one  of 

them  desiring  the  release  of  the  persons  then  in  prison  

the  leader  of  the  Opposition  had  remained  silent.  I  tell 
yon.  Sir,  and  I  tell  the  House  that  long  before  the  Costigan 
resolutions  were  introduced  into  this  Parliament  this  mea- 
sure of  Home  Rule  for  the  people  of  Ireland  was  in  the 
heart,  and  found  expression  from  the  lips,  of  the  hon.  leader 
of  the  Opposition.  Two  years  and  four  days  before  the 
Costigan  resolutions  were  introduced  into  this  House,  when 
my  hon.  friend  was  speaking  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way and  of  the  probable  immigr  ation  we  would  receive  into 
our  country,  reciting  the  fact  which  he  much  regretted 
that  we  did  not  receive  80  large  a  number  of  immigrants 
from  Ireland  as  he  desired  we  might,  he  pointed  out  what 
he  deeply  regretted,  that  unfortunately  the  Irioh  Catholic 
population  of  Ireland,  when  they  left  their  country,  owing 
to  the  embittered  feelings  which  existed  between  Ireland 
and  England,  instead  of  seeking  our  shores  where  they 
could  find  comfortable  homes  and  work  their  fortunes,  they 
sought  the  shores  of  another  country  and  became  settlers 
of,  and  helpers  in,  building  up  a  foreign  nation.  Upon  that 
occasion  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  after  deploring  the 
fact  I  have  pointed  cut,  said  this: 

"  Bat  I  hope  for  great  things  fjr  Ireland  and  the  Empire  from  the 
even  s  of  the  last  few  days.  I  h  'pe  and  trust  that  the  advent  to  power 
of  the  Liberal  party,  supported  by  a  great  majority  of  decided  Liberals 
and  Radicals,  will  result  in  fresh  measures  of  relief  and  justice  to 
Ireland,  which  will  tend  still  further  to  weaken  her  old  feelings  of  hos- 
tility and  disatfection,  and  to  make  the  Empire  in  this  regard  an  United 
Empire.  I  hope  we  shall  see  among  other  things  a  moderate  measure  of 
Home  Rule  for  Ireland,  and  witness  by  the  application  of  that  measure 
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the  creation  aad  maintenance  of  true  and  real  bonds  of  Union  between 
Iijland  and  the  rest  of  the  so-called  United  Kingdom." 

That  was  the  sentiment  deep  in  the  heart  of  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition,  a  sentiment  which  found  expression  from 
his  lips  two  years  and  four  days  before  the  Costigan  resolu- 
tions were  moved  at  all ;  and  yet,  although  that  is  the 
record  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  he  is  charged  by  hon,  gentle- 
men on  the  other  side,  now  that  the  desire  of  hie  heart  in 
that  respect  seems  to  be  approaching  completion,  now 
when  he  sees  that  by  another  effort  it  may  become  almost 
an  accomplished  fact, they  say  that  after  having  waited,  after 
having  given  them  every  opportunity  to  move  from 
the  other  side,  in  order,  if  possible,  that  a  unanimous 
vote  might  be  secured,  after  waiting  until  he  found  from 
the  newspapers  that  they  would  not  move,  he  comes  forward 
and  moved  his  resolution — a  resolution  which  is  simply  an 
affirmation  of  the  one  which  was  adopted  by  hon.  gentlemen 
on  both  sides  in  1882,  and  stating  further  that  we  desired  i.o 
inform  Her  Majesty  that  this  House  hails  with  joy  the  sub- 
mission by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  the  Parliament  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  of  a  measure  recognising  the  principle 
of  local  self-government  for  Ireland — they  now  flrd  fault 
with  him  for  moving  this  resolution.  Is  it  not  meet  and 
proper  thing  that  he  who  desired  it  in  1880  and  expressed 
a  belief  that  through  the  restoration  to  power  of  a  Liberal  Ad- 
ministration this  measure  of  Home  Eule  would  become  law — 
is  it  not  fitting,  now  when  he  sees  this  measure  actually 
submitted  to  the  Imperial  Parliament,  by  that  distingrished 
statesman  and  that  it  stands  a  chance  ot  becoming  the  law 
of  the  land,  that  he  sho  ild  desire  to  place  on  record  oar 
approval  of  that  principle,  and  lend  the  weight  of  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Parliament  of  Canada  in  behalf  of  what  we 
conceive  to  be  a  principle  that  will  be  conducive  of  good 
and  good  only.  And  who.  Sir,  intercepts  the  motion  of  my 
hon.'  friend,  and  desires  to  prevent  this  House  from  stating 
that  they  hail  with  joy  the  introduction  of  this  measure  ? 
Why,  Sir,  it  remained  for  the  man  who  moved  the  resolution 
in  1882,  expressing  a  desire  that  this  might  be  brought  about 
—it  remained  for  him,  and  a  sad  taak  it  must  have  been,  to  seek 
to  intercept  the  motion  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  giving 
ns  the  opportunity  of  expressing  our  joy  at  see  ng  likely  to 
be  accomplished  what  we  asked  should  be  c'o  le  by  them 
And  yet  we  find  he  takes  shelter  from  that  position,  which  is 
not,  1  venture  to  say,  a  creditable  position,whioh  is,  I  think, 
a  position  he  must  regret— though  it  is  perhaps  not  too  late 
for  h'm  to  retrace  his  steps,  by  moving  to  withdraw  his 
amendment  in  order  that  the  resolution  of  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  may  be  adopted — the  excuse  he  gives  for  inter, 
cepting  that  resolution — and  he  embodies  it  in  his  resolu- 
tion— is,  that  because  when  the  resolutions  of  1882  were 
sent  to  Her  Majesty,  Earl  Kimberley  replied  in  what  he 
calls  a  snub  to  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  therefore,  as  the 
Minister  of  Justice  said,  it  would  be  beneath  our  dignity  to 
again  adopt  that  course.  Why,  Sir,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  per- 
ceive how  it  is  a  greater  sacrifice  of  dignity  upon  our  part 
respectfully  to  re-affirm  the  position  we  took  at  that  time, 
and  to  express  joy  that  those  who  differed  from  us  at  that 
time  have  embraced  our  views  and  are  acting  upon  them, 
than  that  we  should  place  on  the  journals  of  the  House  of 
Canada  that  we  were  snubbed,  as  they  term  it,  by  the 
Colonial  Secretary,  and  that  we  desired  to  place  it  on  the 
journals  of  the  House  and  intend  to  make  it  our  guide  for 
all  time  to  come,  in  order  that  we  might  take  care  thai 
never  more  should  we  approach  the  foot  of  the  Throne.  1 
think  the  sacrifice  of  dignity  on  our  part  will  be  to  carry 
t'  e  amendment  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Inland  Eevenue, 
which  is,  in  effect,  to  acknowledge  that  we  received  a  snub 
— if  snub  it  be — that  we  accept  it  as  just,  and  that  we  claim 
the  privilege  of  putting  it  on  our  journals,  where  it  may 
a' ways  be  before  our  eyes  to  prevent  us  from  ever  again 
doing  such  a  thing,  and  prevent  us  from  expressing  our  joy 
that  a  measure  we  approved  of  at  that  time  and  desired  to 


see  submitted  has  been  submitted.  And  what  is  the  position 
of  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  upon  this  very  question  ? 
Has  he  changed  his  views  ?  No ;  he  tells  us  that  the  reply 
of  Earl  Kimbeiley  did  not  change  his  opinion  at  all.  He 
said : 

"  I  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman  in  thinking  that  we  had  a  perfept 
right  to  send  the  address  we  did  send.  It  was  couched  in  respectful 
language ;  it  was  moderate  in  its  tone ;  it  covered  the  principle 
involTed ;  and  as  we  took  the  ground  that  the  question  affected  our 
interests  in  this  country,  we  felt  that  we  were  acting  within  our  clear 
right." 

And  still  thinking  we  did  nothing  wrong,  thinking  that  we 
were  acting  within  our  clear  rights,  he  hesitates  to  stand 
upon  his  rights  and  desires  to  have  entered  on  our  journals 
the  fact  that  what  we  considered  to  be  our  rights  was  denied 
to  us  by  tha  Imperial  Government,  and  the  faotthatthey  sent 
a  reply  of  this  kind  he  acquiesces  in  as  a  paramount  reason 
why  we  should  not  again  approach  the  Throne  and  express 
our  views  to  Her  Majesty.  X  say  it  is  to  be  regretted  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  found  himself  obliged  to  take  such  a 
course  ;  it  is  to  be  regretted  that  a  gentleman  to  whom  we 
will  endeavor  to  give  credit  for  heartily  desiring  that  the 
principle  of  local  self-government  should  be  accorded  to  the 
Irish  people,  should  himself  be  a  party  to  intercept  a  motion 
which  is  calculated  to  strengthen  the  hands  of  the  man  who 
is  endeavoring  to  give  effect  to  the  views  which  we  then 
expressed.  What  will  be  the  effect  of  the  amendment  of 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Inland  Eevenue  ?  It  is  simply  a  re- 
solution saying  we  said  so  and  so  in  1882,  we  think  so  now, 
but  Her  Majesty's  Government  told  us  at  that  time 
that  no  matter  what  we  thought  we  had  no  bus- 
iness to  tell  them,  that  therefore  we  will  hot  tell 
them  again  what  we  do  think  in  reference  to  this  matter. 
But  we  will  put  it  upon  the  journals  of  our  own  House,  that 
notwithstanding  what  Barl  Kimberley  said  in  1882,  we 
think  so  still ;  and  it  is  there.  It  is  not  to  be  transmitted 
to  the  British  Government  or  to  Mr.  Gladstone  or  to  Her 
Majesty ;  it  is  not  to  be  sent  beyond  the  four  walls  of  this 
Chamber,  unless  some  enterprising  news-agent  should  s8e 
fit  to  cable  it  across,  which  would  not  be  the  act  of  this 
Parliament  at  all.  Sir,  I  say  that  Canadians  value  the 
liberty  of  local  self  government,  as  they  they  do  value  it, 
having  longed  lived  under  and  enjoyed  that  blessing,  it  is 
meet  and  right  that  we  shoulJ  signify  that  our  feelings  are 
unchanged  in  this  respect,  and  signify  it  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government — should  signify  that  we,  who  are  iii  a  position 
to  know  that  the  granting  of  local  self-government,  instead 
of  weakening,  strengthens  to  the  greatest  degree  th6  tie 
that  binds  free  people  together,  believe  that  as  it  has  been 
in  our  case  so  it  will  be  in  the  case  of  Ireland — that  We 
believe  that  that  country,  misgoverned  and  down- 
trodden as  she  has  been  for  many  years,  being  once  accorded 
the  right  which  should  be  hers,  to  manage  her 
own  local  affairs,  instead  of  cherishing  feelings  of  envy  and 
bitterness  toward  those  who  have  misgoverned  it,  will 
recognise  that  at  last  justice  is  about  to  be  done,  and  that 
this  will  enkindle  in  the  people  of  the  Ireland  feelings  of 
kindness,  of  unity  and  of  regard  towards  the  British  Empire, 
which,  instead  of  being  weakened,  will  be  strengthened  in 
a  very  material  degree.  If  no  higher  reason,  based  on  prin- 
ciples of  justice  and  right,  existed,  although  that  reason 
does  exist,  why  the  Irish  people  should  have  the  rights  afld 
liberties  we  enjoy,  we  find  a  potent  reason  in  the  fact  that 
our  material  interests  are  bound  up  in  this  question  in  no 
slight  degree.  As  staled  in  the  resolutions  of  1882,  we 
cannot  hope  while  the  present  state  of  things  and  the 
present  feelings  exist  in  Ireland,  to  receive  the  immigra- 
tion from  that  Island  which  we  are  entitled  to  receive. 
But  once  let  peace,  good  will  and  unity  be  brought  about 
between  Ireland  and  the  rest  of  the  Empire,  by  the  conces- 
sion of  justice  in  this  respect,  and  then  may  we  hope  to  have 
great  accessions  to  our  population  from  those  who  may 
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leave  the  shores  of  that  Island  to  seek  their  fortunes  beyond 
the  sea.  We,  Sir,  are  entitled  to  have  ihein  in  our 
midst ;  we  desire  to  have  them  hero ;  we  open 
onr  arms  to  them,  and  we  say  to  them:  Como  over  to  us, 
we  have  fertile  lands  which  wo  will  give  you  freo  to  settle 
on  ;  and  if  they  were  animated  by  friendship  and  love  for 
the  mother  land,  I  believe  we  should  be  succo.-oful  in  obtain- 
ing large  numbers  of  them.  I  noticed  one  remark  made  by 
an  hon.  gentleman  opposite,  who  announced  himself  as 
entirely  opposed  to  this  principle  of  local  self-government 
for  Ireland.  He  pointed  out  that  we  did  not  know  what 
the  result  would  be,  although  it  was  certain  that  the  mea- 
sure would  be  fraught  with  evil  consequences  ;  and  he  gave 
as  a  reason  why  he  should  vote  for  the  amendment  of  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Inland  ilevenue,  that  it  would  be  produc- 
tive of  less  ill-effect,  in  the  direction  in  which  he  looked  for 
ill-eifeot,  than  the  others.  I  have  only  to  remind  you  that 
when  great  constitutional  changes  have  taken  place  in  this 
country,  there  have  been  those  who  have  hesitated  and  have 
seen  danger  in  them.  There  are  those  living  in  Canada 
to-day  who  have  seen  great  constitutional  changes  which 
they  regarded  as  fraught  with  danger  to  the  well-being,  the 
peace  of  this  country,  and  who,  to  day,  enjoying  the 
blessings  thus  secured,  would  be  the  last  to  relinquish  thetn. 
Is  it  not  a  matter  of  history  that  when  it  was  first  proposed 
to  grant  municipal  institutions  to  the  people  of  this  country, 
there  were  those  who  denounced  them  as  sucking  republics, 
who  said  onr  safety  as  a  people  would  be  endangered  if  we 
allowed  the  control  of  municipal  affairs  to  pass  into  the 
hands  of  the  people  ?  Municipal  institutions,  however,  were 
granted  ;  and  to  day  no  institutions  are  more  highly  prized 
by  the  people  of  Ontario,  and  I  believe  by  the  people  of  the 
other  Provinces,  than  those  municipal  institutions.  No  man 
would  willingly  part  with  then  ;  and  yet  as  grave  fears 
were  expressed  about  the  granting  of  those  rights  to  the  peo- 
ple as  we  before  expressed  about  granting  self  government 
to  Ireland,  There  may  be  those  who  express  alarm  ;  but  I 
am  not  one  of  those  who  can  see  where  danger  can  arise. 
It  is  impossible  for  a  Canadian  -o  see  how  the  Empire  can 
be  weakened  by  doing  justice  to  one  portion  of  it  which  has 
not  received  justice  hitherto.  It  is  impossible  for  a  Canadian, 
who  sees  that  by  giving  self-government  to  this  Dominion, 
the  Empire  has  bound  it  to  itself  by  a  stronger  bond  than 
before,  and  who  sees  that  by  giving  self  government  to  the 
Provinces,  they  have  been  more  strongly  united  together 
than  before — I  say  it  ie  impossible  for  a  Canadian  who  has 
seen  all  this,  to  see  how  danger  can  arise  to  the  Empire 
from  applying  the  same  principle  to  that  important  portion 
of  the  Empire.  I  would  be  glad,  if  an  opportunity  were 
given  to  me,  to  vote  for  the  resolution  introduced  by  the 
hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition.  I  would  desire  to  express 
my  joy  that  now  at  last  there  has  been  a  measure  submitted 
to  the  Imperial  Parliament  by  the  Premier  of  the  Empire, 
to  secure  that  boon  to  the  Irish  people  ;  and  I  am  of  the 
opinion  expressed  in  the  words  of  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Wellington  (Mr,  McMuUen),  that 
the  events  that  have  taken  place  since  1882  have  strength- 
ened the  conviction  we  then  entertained,  that  it  was  a  pro- 
per and  a  desirable  thing  to  grant  such  a  measure.  I  shall 
therefore  have  much  pleasure  in  voting  for  the  amendment  of 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Wellington,  which  will  express 
to  Her  Majesty,  as  we  have  clearly  a  right  to  do  that  we 
hold  the  same  views  now  that  we  held  in  1882,  and  thut  we 
rejoice  to  know  that  those  views  are  now  embodied  in  a 
measure  submitted  to  the  Imperial  Parliament  for  ratitioa- 
tion  and  approval,  I  shall  have  much  pleasure,  Sir,  in 
supporting  this  resolution,  and  I  only  regret  that  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Inland  Eevenue  has  sought  to  supplant  the 
original  resolution  by  the  introduction  of  a  resolution  that 
will  not  tend  in  any  material  degree,  I  fear,  to  strengthen 
the  hands  of  ,he  right  hon,  gentleman  engaged  in  this  great 
task,  but  whose  hands  would  be  moat  mateJially  strength- 
Mr,  Paxerson  (Brant). 


ened  if  the  original  resolution  were  to  receive,^as  it  ought  in 
my  opinion  to  receive,  the  approval  of  the  members  of  this 
Chamber. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  At  this  late  hour  I  will  crave  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  for  but  a  very  few  minutes.  I  do  it 
because  it  is  the  first  time  I  have  had  an  opportunity  from 
my  place  in  Parliament  of  expressing  my  opinion  on  the 
question  of  Home  Rule  for  Ireland.  It  is  useless  to  argue 
at  this  age  of  history  the  question  of  whether  the  Irish 
people  should  have  Home  Eule  or  not ;  it  is  universally 
admitted  that  grievances  have  existed  and  that  the  peace  of 
Ireland  has  suffered  from  the  want  of  that  power  of  self- 
government  within  the  Island  itself,  which  is  almost  univer- 
sally admitted  to  be  now  necessary.  I  will,  therefore,  not 
now  discuss  that  side  of  the  question,  because  I  think  there 
is  but  one  opinion  on  all  sides  of  this  House,  and  that  is  that 
the  action  taken  by  the  right  hon.  the  First  Minister  of 
England,  that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  which  he  submitted 
— I  am  not  going  so  far  as  to  say  I  will  endorse  all  the 
details,  I  think  there  are  many  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
knows  he  will  require  to  alter — but  I  say  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  is  one  which  will  be  universally  admitted  in  this  House 
to  be  of  absolute  necessity  in  order  to  secure  the  peace  of  the 
Empire,  Those  who  say  to  us  that  we  are  interfering  with 
a  subject  which  is  outside  the  region  and  power  and  rights 
of  this  Parliament  are  but  very  few  indeed.  At  one  time 
that  contention  may  have  been  sustained,  but  to-day  it  is 
almost  universally  admitted — certainly  universally  within 
this  House,  because  the  votes  of  hon.  gentlemen  will  show 
this  whether  they  vote  for  the  resolution  or  for  either  ofthe 
amendments,  and  I  presume  every  hon.  gentleman  will  vote 
for  one  of  them— and  no  one  pretends  that  the  Parliament 
of  Canada,  which  has  among  its  members  numbers  of  Irish- 
men, both  Protestants  and  Catholics,  and  a  large  number 
of  men  who  depend  upon  Irishmen  of  both  persuasions  for 
their  seats,  has  not  the  right  to  express  its  opinion  on  this 
matter  to  the  Imperial  Government.  When  we  look  at 
what  the  population  of  Canada  is  composed  of,  its  mixed 
character,  the  varied  influences,  and  when  we  consider  the 
strong  sympathies  which  all  classes  in  the  community  feel 
in  the  agitation  going  on  in  the  mother  land,  cannot  doubt 
the  propriety  of  the  course  we  are  about  to  take.  Not  only 
the  peace  of  the  Empire,  but  that  of  all  the  colonies,  depends 
largely  whether  that  vexed  question  will  be  settled 
satisfactorily  or  not.  When  we  find  the  right  hon. 
the  First  Minster  of  England  is  receiving  assurances 
of  sympathy  from  foreign  land,  from  Irishmen  south  of  the 
border,  and  from  other  British  colonies,  it  is  our  duty,  as 
well  as  our  right,  to  give  expression  to  the  wish  which  in 
our  heart  we  feel  that  every  effort  should  be  made  to  meet 
the  just  expectations  of  that  country  which  has  suffered  so 
much  from  maladministration.  I  will  say  no  more  on  this 
point,  but  simply  express  my  opinion  as  to  what  is  desirable 
we  should  do  to  sustain  the  hands  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  I  regret 
very  much  to  find  that  the  reasonable  motion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blakel  was  not  accepted  by 
the  Administration.  Let  anyone  take  up  that  resolution 
and  let  him  take  up  the  amendment  moved  by  the  Minister 
of  Inland  Ke  venue,  and  say  whether  there  is  any  very  sub- 
stancial  difference  between  the  two,  except  this  that  the 
resolution  ofthe  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  is  moro 
explicit,  more  to  the  point,  conveys  better  the  idea  wo 
desire  to  convey,  conveys  in  the  strongest  manner  pos- 
sible the  desiro  of  our  people  through  their  representatives 
in  Parliament  to  press  upon  Her  Majesty,  Hor  Majesty's 
advisors,  and  the  people  of  England,  the  fact  that  we  in 
Canada,  comprising  between  5,000,000  and  6,000,000  people, 
admittedly  the  brightest  gem  in  the  crown  of  England,  her 
foremost  colony,  one  that  has  shown  by  her  enterprise  that 
she  is  prepared  to  receive  the  homeless  millions  of  Europe 
— sympathise  with  Mr.  Gladstone  ;  and  our  opinion  shoul4 
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be  expressed  in  a  manner  in  which  there  will  be  no  uncer- 
tain sound  or  doubt.  If  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham 
had  not  moved  his  resolntion,  and  the  Minister  of  Inland 
Bevenue  had  submitted  his  as  an  original  proposition 
I  would  have  supported  it  with  pleasure;  bat  in 
my  opinion  it  is  not  as  strong  as  the  other,  because 
it  is  simply  an  expression  of  the  opinion  of  this 
Parliament,  while  the  motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Durham  is  a  direct  address  to  the  foot  of  the  Throne.  If 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  had  been 
presented  in  the  first  instance,  I  would  have  gladly  sup- 
ported it,  and  I  feel  that,  after  the  unanimous  expression  of 
the  opinion  of  this  Parliament  which  we  gave  in  1882,  when 
I  had  not  the  honor  of  being  in  Parliament,  it  is  a  matter 
of  regret  that  on  this  occasion  we  should  not  act  unani- 
mously. If  there  be  a  division  on  the  motion  of 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham,  and  if  the 
flouse  divides  on  the  motion  of  the  hon, 
member  for  Wellington  and  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  is  carried,  I  suppose  it  will  be 
carried  on  a  divided  House.  That  is  a  fact  that  I  would 
very  much  regret .  I  feel  that  if  we  are  sending  an  expres- 
sion of  opinion  on  so  vital  and  important  a  question  to  a 
large  number  of  our  fellow -eubjects  on  the  other  side  of  the 
water,  we  ought  to  send  an  unanimous  expression  of  opin- 
ion, and  I  would  ask  the  Ministry  whether,  even  at  this  late 
hour,  they  could  not  find  that  it  would  not  derogate  from 
their  dignity  or  inflaenoe,bat,  on  the  contrary,  lead  them  to 
be  more  respected  in  this  House  and  country,  if,  in  order  to 
command  unanimity,  they  should  withdraw  the  motion  of 
the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue.  The  hon.  member  for 
West  Wellington  would  then  withdraw  his  and  the  first 
resolution  go  as  proposed.  But  if  the  Government  are  deter- 
mined to  press  for  a  division,  the  country  will  hold  them 
responsible  for  it.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Durham, 
who  waited  two  months  after  the  House  opened  before  he 
submitted  his  resolution,  I  am  sure,  though  I  am  not  in  hie 
confidence,  knew  nothing  of  this  motion,  and  would  have 
been  willing  at  once  to  accept  the  proposition  of  the  Min- 
ister of  Inland  Revenue,  if  it  had  been  submitted  in  the  first 
instance.  If,  with  so  little  difference  between  the  two  reso- 
lutions, a  division  is  had,  the  country  will  hold  the  Admin- 
istration of  the  day  responsible  for  preventing  that  unani- 
mity upon  this  question  which  we  all  desire.  That  is  all  I 
have  to  say.  In  sending  home  a  resolution  on  this  subject, 
I  do  not  want  to  vote  as  the  hon.  member  for  Muskoka  said 
he  would  for  a  resolution  that  will  do  the  least  good.  I 
want  to  vote  for  the  strongest  resolation,  and  therefore  I 
propose  to  vote  for  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Wellington,  and,  failing  that,  for  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Durham. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  In  the  few  remarks  I  offered  in  plac- 
ing my  motion  in  amendment  to  the  motion  made  by  the 
hoa.  member  for  West  Durham,  in  your  hands,  Sir,  1  gave 
my  reasons  for  moving  that  motion.  I  stated  that  I  still 
adhered  to  the  view  I  entertained,  that  I  thought  it  would 
bo  better  to  leave  that  unanimous  expression  of  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Canada  to  have  its  full  force  and  effect  than  to 
count  a  division  and  a  debate  suoh  as  we  have  had  to  night 
creating  division  on  the  question  and  inevitably  resulting 
in  a  divided  vote  of  this  House.  I  was  sincere  in  taking 
that  view.  I  was  actuated  by  a  desire  to  do  that  which 
was  best  in  the  interests  of  thoje  who  have  at  heart,  above 
all  their  political  feelings,  the  welfare  of  the  Irish  people 
and  the  success  of  their  present  struggle.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man who  moved  the  resolution  to  which  mine  has  been 
moved  in  amendment  has  in  his  usual  eloquent  terms  tried 
to  impress  upon  the  House  the  great  value  ol  an  expression 
of  this  new  Parliament  upon  the  question.  He  has  pointed 
out  what  strength  it  would  give  to  Mr. 
Gladstone  in  his  present  praiseworthy  efforts  to  give 


to  Ireland  what  has  been  so  long  withheld  from  that 
unhappy  country.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  House  and  to  the 
country  that  there  is  no  pjsition  in  the  gift  of  this  country 
or  any  other  country,  there  is  no  peouniary  oonside:ation 
which  would  influence  me  or  prevent  me  from  taking  that 
stand  which  would  be  best  calculated  to  promote  the 
interests  of  the  Irish  people  and  the  heartfelt  views  of  the 
Irish  Canadians  in  this  country.  I  listened  with  pain,  as  I 
have  often  had  to  do  before,  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  South  Grey  (Mr.  Landerkin).  In  the  first 
place,  he  stated  with  regard  to  the  resolution  moved  in 
1882  that  there  was  no  call  for  it,  that  it  was  inexpedient 
to  move  it  then,  though  he  thought  it  was  quite  expedient 
to  move  it  now,  and  that  moving  it  at  that  time  looked  as 
if  it  was  moved  for  party  purposes.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  moving 
it  at  that  time,  I  labored  under  greater  disadvantages  than 
any  gentleman  who  might  propose  a  similar  resoluiiou  at 
present.  I  agree  with  the  hon  member  for  West  Durham 
(Mr.  Blake)  that  the  feeling  in  Canada  in  favor  of  the 
movement  in  Ireland  has  not  abated,  I  think  the 
sentiment  in  Canada  as  well  as  in  every  other  civilised 
country  in  growing  daily  in  favor  of  Home  Rale 
for  Ireland,  I  have  no  doubt  about  that,  but  I  say, 
if  the  expression  of  this  Parliament  is  of  any  value  to 
the  leader  of  the  Government  who  is  now  proposing 
to  grant  a  measure  of  Home  Rule  to  that  country,  let  him 
refer  to  the  unanimous  verdict  of  this  Parliament  which  is 
within  his  reach,  tbe  adiress  passci  by  both  Houses  and 
presented  to  Her  Majesty  in  1882,  and  he  can  use  that  with 
authority.  I  need  not  repeat  what  I  have  already  stated, 
and  what  has  been  better  stated  by  my  colleague  the 
Minister  of  Justice,  that  the  contention  has  been  a  little 
strained  that,  because  a  new  Parliament  has  come  in,  that 
resolution  is  of  no  force  unless  it  is  renewed  by  this  Parlia- 
ment, I  say  it  has  all  that  force  it  had  on  the  day  it  was 
passed  until  some  adverse  resolution  is  aJopted  by  the  Par- 
liament of  Canada.  It  is  true  that  we  are  not  the  same  in 
personnel,  that  we  are  not  the  same  Parliament,  but  we  were 
the  voice  of  Canada  at  that  time,  and  the  expression  of  the 
people  of  Canada  through  their  representatives  has  never 
been  reversed  up  to  the  present  time.  It  may  be  reversed 
to-night.  It  may  be,  if  a  vote  is  taken,  that  it  will  bo  weak- 
ened, I  hope  I  shall  not  be  held  responsible  for  that. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    You  certainly  will. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  Hon.  gentlemen  say  that  I  certainly 
shall  be.  I  am  prepared  to  take  the  responsibility  of  any 
act  I  perform.  1  have  always  been  prepared  to  do  that,  and 
before  I  finish,  I  will  have  a  few  words  to  say  in  regard  to 
that  responsibility.  But  I  must  eay,  in  concluding  the  few 
remarks  I  have  to  make  in  reply  to  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Grey  (Mr.  Landerkin),  that  he  stated  that  I  was  a 
private  member  of  this  House  at  that  time,  and  that  now  I 
am  a  member  of  the  Government,  and  that  makes  all  the 
difference.  Is  that  the  value  the  hon.  gentleman  places 
upon  a  position  to  which  a  very  considerable  salary  is 
attached  ?  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  value  the  position  of 
a  Cabinet  Minister,  to  which  a  considerable  salary  is 
attached,  for  the  pecuniary  advantages  which  it  entails  ? 
I  do  not,  and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  man 
who  accepts  a  position  as  a  Cabine;  Minister  and  has  to 
endure  the  slanders,  the  cowardly  slanders  whijh  are 
uttered  against  him,  will  find  that  they  more  than  com< 
pensate  tor  the  salary  he  receives.  Some  men  may 
think  that,  because  I  am  a  poor  man,  the  salary  of 
87,OOD  a  year  is  a  great  item  to  me,  Those  who  know 
me,  know  that  it  has  not  the  slightest  influence 
upon  me,  that  tomorrow  morning,  I  could  step  out 
of  the  Government  of  which  I  am  a  mambjr,  if  I  had 
reason  to  do  so,  and  ooul  1  trust  in  the  hoilth  and  uonstitu- 
tion  which  God  has  given  me  to  earn  an  honest  and  inde- 
pendent living.   Yet  these  men  who  boast  that  they  ars 
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tbe  representatives  of  religious  and  national  feeling  in  this 
country  tell  me  I  am  cowardly  now  because  I  do  not  thinls 
as  tiiey  do,  because  I  do  not  ohoOse  to  endorse  tiie  views  I 
they  express  here.    With  regard  to  tbe  question  of  Foi.  e 
Rn!e,  I  have  been  what  I  am  to  night,  a  sincere  friend  of 
that  movement  from  the  first  day  it  started  in  Ireland  and 
in  this  country.    I  can  refer  to  tbe  first  prominent  meeting 
that  was  held  by  an  Irifh  organisation  in  this  country  in 
the  city  of  Quebec,  at  a  time  when  Home  Rule  was  not  so 
popular  in  this  Parliament,  when  Irish  sentiments  were  not 
so  pleasant  to  the  majority  of  gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  when  Irishmen  were  called  Dogans.    I  was  invited 
to  go  to  that  meeting  in  Quebec  and  to  put  in  an  appear- 
ance on  a  public  platform  in  favor  of  Home  Rule  and  a 
reform  in  the  land  system  of  that  country.    Other  promi- 
nent Irishmen  were  invited.    One  gentleman  who  was  a 
very  prominent  Irishman  on  that  side  of  the  House  was 
invited,  and  he  sent  a  statement  that  he  was  suffering  under 
a  bad  cold  and  could  not  go.  I  was  not  suffering  under  a  bad 
cold  and  I  did  go,  and  I  was  one  of  the  first  who  stood  on 
a  platform  in  this  country  to  advocate  Home  Rule  for 
Ireland,  while  the  hon.  gentleman  who  sent  the  statement 
that  he  was  suffering  from  8  cold,  spoke  for  three  hoars  in 
this  House  on  that  very  same  night  While  I  was  speaking 
in  Quebec  in  favor  of  Home  Rule.    And  yet  I  am  to  be 
taunted,  and  my  trotivos  are  to  be  accused,  and  I  am  to  be 
told  thai  I  was  a  Houje  Ruler  until  I  got  into  the  Govern- 
ment   My  position  in  the  Government  of  the  day  is  per- 
haps a  peculiar  one.  I  have  confessed  beiore  that  I  do  not  owe 
it  to  any  particular  ability  that  I  possess,  to  any  extraord- 
inary talents  with  which  I  have  been  endowed.     It  is  true 
that  I  have  served  my  country  as  a  public  man  in  a  humble 
capacity  for  a  number  of  years.    It  is  true  that  I  have  dis- 
charged my  duty  to  the  best  of  my  ability,  but  I  am  quite 
free  to  admit  that  there  are  many  men  in  Canada  and  in 
our  party  who  are  not  in  the  Government  who  have  abili- 
ties of  a  far  higher  oi  ier  than  mine.    It  is  quite  true,  I  am 
willing  to  confess  that  I  owe  my  position  to  the  fact  that 
the  leader  of  the  Government  believed  that  a  portion 
of  the  people  to  which  I  belong,  that  is  the  Catholic 
people  of  this  country,  would  have  confiderce  in  me  as 
representing  their  special  interests  in  that  Government, 
that  I  would  be  true  to  their  interests  and  would  represent 
them  faithfully  as  far  as  my  abilities  would  enable  me. 
From  the  day  I  entered  that  Cabinet  until  now,  I  have 
never  forgotten  the  thoughts  that  occarred  to  me  at  the  time 
my  name  was  suggested.  Let  no  one  suppose  that  I  entered 
it  blindfolded  ;  let  no  one  suppose  that  I  did  not  foresee  the 
difficulties  that  loomed  up  before  me,  the  cowardly  attacks 
likely  to  be  made  upon  me  for  political  purjjoses.    My  only 
reason  for  enlering  the  Cabinet,  my  only  reason  for  remain 
ing  in  it  at  present,  is  that,  while,  discharging  my  duties  as 
a  public  man,  and  endeavoring  to  promote  tbe  peace  and 
happiness  of  all  classes  so  far  as  in  my  power  lay,  I  might 
also  specially  benefit  those  whose  interests  it  was  my  duty 
to  advocate  and  to  guard.    Now,  Sir,  what  treachery  have 
I  committed  against  the  Irish  people  that  I  shouldi  be  de- 
nounced by  a  newspaper  because  I  did  not  fall  in  with  a 
movement  which  called  upon  me  to  resign  my  seat  on 
account  of  the  unfortunate  occurrences  which  followed  the 
North- West  rebellion.    I  committed  no  treason;  I  still 
believe  that  I  was  discharging  my  duty  according  to  the 
well  understood  wishes  of  the  large  majority  of  those  people 
whom  I  believe  I  represented  ;  and  I  give  you  my  word, 
Mr.  Speaker,  and  I  give  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite 
my     word,     that   I    have    no    desire    to    retain  the 
position     of    honor    and    trust    I    hold    now,  one 
single  hour  longer  than  I  can  do  so  while  enjoying  the  con- 
fidence of  that  people.    If  there  is  any  fair  and  reasonable 
ind'ca;ion  on  the  part  of  my  Irish  friends  in  this  country 
that  I  no  lo'iger  trnpj  their  confidence,  T^ithout  a  word  of 
-  complaint,  without  a  regret  at  all,  or  feel'  5g  of  dleappoint- 
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ment,  I  will  retire  peacefully  from  the  position  I  hold,  and 
trust  to  my  ability  to  earn  the  few  crumbs  that  are  necessary 
for  nay  Inaintenahce  during  the  few  days  longer  I  may  have 
to  live.  I  represent  the  same  constituency  now  for  25  years, 
and  hon.  gentlemen  talk  of  my  playing  the  part  of  a  dema- 
gogue I  No  Irishman  in  mj  part  of  the  country  could  have 
held  that  seat  as  I  have  held  it — not  because  there  wei-e  not 
Irishmen  more  able  than  I,  more  worthy  of  the  oonfidenoe 
that  has  been  reposed  in  me,  but  because  circumstances 
were  in  my  favor.  I  had  been  born  and  brought  up  in  that 
country.  My  father  before  me  did  business  in  that  county, 
nd  became  associated  with  every  French  elector  in  that 
ounty,  enjoyed  the  respect  of  the  people.  I  came 
forward  as  a  young  man,  grown  up  among  the  French 
people.  It  was  the  French  people  who  elected  me, 
not  the  Irish  people,  because  the  Irish  people  in  my  cons- 
tituency, are  a  very  small  minority.  Did  I  play  the  dema- 
gogue for  the  last  twenty-five  years  in  holding  that  consti- 
tuency, even  against  candidates  who  were  brought  out 
against  me  from  among  the  French  people  themselves?  The 
question  of  nationality  was  raised  by  supporters  of  hon. 
gentleman  Opposite,  and  an  opponent  was  selected  from 
amongst  the  French  residents,  and  the  first  time  he  appealed 
to  the  electors  he  said  ;  I  need  no  introduction  to  you,  the 
blood  that  flows  in  my  veins  is  the  same  blood  which  flows 
in  your  veins.  You  have  been  long  enough  represented  by 
an  Irishman,  now  is  the  time  to  show  that  you  are  worthy 
of  the  blood  that  flows  in  your  veins  and  have  a  represen- 
tative of  your  own.  I  answered  that  gentleman  at  a  meet- 
ing of  four  or  five  hundred  persons,  among  whom  there 
were  not  forty-five  English  speaking  electors,  and  I  told  him 
that  I  never  knew  how  cowardly  a  man  on  that  side  of 
politics  could  be.  I  said :  You  are  adtessing  a  purely 
French  body  of  electors  and  you  have  not  faith  in 
your  own  nationality,  and  you  wish  now  to  depend 
upon  the  sympathy  which  should  properly  exist  between 
you  and  them  in  order  to  supplant  me.  You  tell  me  now 
that  an  Trishman  should  l  it  enjoy  their  confidence;  I  am 
proud  of  being  an  Irishma  ,  and  as  an  Irishman  I  am  able 
to  discharge  riay  duties  so  ell  to  the  French  electors  in  my 
county  that  I  can  come  back  with  confidence  and  ask  them 
to  support  me  again.  Well,  Sir,  I  have  always  been  proud 
to  be  able  to  say  that  I  have  never  lost  the  occasion  of 
representing  the  French  people  of  that  county,  and  they 
have  continued  to  give  me  their  support,  notwithstanding 
the  national  appeals  made  against  me.  Therefore  the  attack 
that  has  been  made  uijon  me  has  no  effect  except  to  pain 
me  to  some  extent,  it  is  always  painful  when  any  man 
feels  that  he  is  trying  to  do  what  is  best,  that  he  is  acting 
honestly,  and  still  to  be  so  misrepresented.  I  know  this, 
that  I  have  heard  men  make  attacks  upon  me  and 
impugn  my  motives,  who  knew  in  their  hearts  that 
they  were  making  a  cowardly  and  unjust  attack,  and  they 
were  doing  it  for  paltry  political  purposes.  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  member  for  South  Grey  (Mr.  Landerkin) 
that  the  salary  attached  to  the  position  of  a  public  man  is 
not  so  very  tempting  when  he  considers  the  slanders,  the 
injustice  and  the  unjust  accusations  to  which  he  is  liable, 
and  which  he  cannot  resent,  as  often  I  would  like  to  resent 
it,  in  a  more  striking  manner  than  in  mere  words.  Now, 
with  regard  to  this  subject  which  has  aroused  the  sympa- 
thies of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  with  regard  to  that  enthu- 
siasm of  which  they  boast  when  they  wish  to  fly  to  the  suc- 
cor of  every  suffering  people,  and  of  every  suffering  class  of 
people,  I  can  only  say  what  I  said  before,  and  repeat  the 
saying  of  a  man  who  had  some  experience,  who  had  been 
deceived  by  a  friend,  and  who  said  :  "  If  he  deceives  me 
once,  it  is  his  fault;  if  he  deceives  me  twice  it  is  my  fault." 
Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  boast  of  their  liberality.  Let  me 
remind  them  that  they  have  proved  false  to  their  profession 
of  liberality  on  more  than  one  occasion.  They  talk  of 
their  love  of  freedom  and  fair  play,  and  that  it  makes 
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DO  difference  to  them  what  attitude  the  Catholics  of 
this  countiy  may  take  with  regard  to  them,  h.jause  the 
Ciithohos  k  ow  that  they  will  g  ,t  justice  from  tlie  Liberal 
party  whether  they  oppose  the  a  or  not.  These  are  fine 
sentiments,  Mr.  Speaker,  in  theory,  but  they  do  not  tally 
with  the  pr'-ctioe  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  Wnen  they 
defeated  the  Government  led  by  the  present  Premier  in 
1813,  they  knew  that  they  had  an  Irishman  in  their  ranks 
who  had  contributed  to  their  victory  ard  who,  in  point  of 
ability  and  education  was  equal  to  their  best  man.  They 
know  that  they  were  scarce  in  material  in  forming  their 
Government,  but  scarce  as  they  were  of  material— which 
'  was  proved  by  the  fact  that  they  were  obliged  to  go  out  of 
their  ranks  to  fill  up  their  Ministry — they  were  unable  even 
then  to  extend  to  the  Catholics  that  great,  broad  measure  of 
justice  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  just  alluded.  Thei 
refused  to  do  justice  to  a  distinguished  Catholic  who  sup 

Sorted  them,  who  had  helped  to  bring  them  to  power,  to 
tr.  Anglin,  who  was  a  devoted  follower  of  their  own  and'  as 
able  as  any  man  upon  their  side  of  the  House ;  tbey  had  to 
exclude  him  because  he  was  an  Irish  Catholic,  and  for  no 
other  reason.    Now  we  are  to  be  told  that  they  alone 
can   properly   appreciate  what   belongs  to   true  libera- 
lity and  that  they  alone  can  give  a  fair  distribution 
of  justice   to  all  classes  and  creeds  in  this  country. 
1  say  that  will  not  go  down.    I  say  more  than  that.  If  they 
will  go  back  over  their  actions  peih  ips  they  will  be  able  to 
see  the  error  of  their  ways  in  the  future ;  but  I  cannot  shut 
my  eyes  to  the  fact  that  not  only  did  they  exclude  one  of 
their  prominent  supporters  from  the  Government  at  that 
time  because  he  was  an  Irish  Catholic,  but  they  knocked 
down  every  Irish  Catholic  they  put  in  nomination  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario,  and  they  put  them  up  to  use  the  fact 
in  other  constituencies.  The  proof  is  they  have  not  brought 
an  Irish  Catholic  to  Parliament.  They  have  failed  to  prove 
that  liberality  of  which  they  have  boasted  so  much  to-night. 
I  might  also  refer  to  another  fact  that  is  worthy  of  some 
notice.    The  hon.  gentlemen,  who  have  vied  with  each 
other  to  night  to  prove  that  my  attachment  to  my  people 
and  my  interest  in  my  people  is  not  so  warm  and  sympa- 
thetic as  it  ought  to  be,  belong  principally  to  the  Province 
of  Ontario.    It  strikes  me  as  a  remarkable  circumstance 
that    in  that    Provincial    Legislature,    which   is  cou 
trolled  so  thorougly,  fully  and  completely,  by  the  Liberals, 
some    resolution    was    not   offered   congratulating  Mr. 
Gladstone,  Mr.  Parnell,    the    Irish    people    or    at  all 
events  somebody.    Why    were    they  silent?    Why  has 
there  never  been  a  resolution  moved  in  that  Assembly? 
As  I  told  a  member  of  that  body,  who  said  it  was  the  duty 
of  this  Parliament  to  speak  out  on  this  great  question,  that 
It  was  strange  no  motion  had  been  passed  by  that  Legisla- 
ture, which  usually  put  itself  on  a  level  with  the  Dominion 
Parliament,  and  that  when  they  had  done  so  they  might 
dictate  to  us.    I  said :  You  have  remained  silent  up  to  the 
present  and  have  never  uttered  a  single  word  of  congratula- 
tion to  Mr.  Gladstone  for  his  Home  Eule  measure.  Still, 
unless  we  take  any  motion  that  the  leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition chooses  to  offer  to  this  side  of  the  House  our  motives 
are  to  be  called  in  question,    I  say  with  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion now  before  the  House  that  my  earnest  endeavors  have 
f  M**'  P™^®°*  *  discussion  which  would  weaken  the  hands 
of  Mr.  Gladstone  himself,  if  he  chooses  to  use  what  we 
placed  in  his  hands  in  18S2,  the  solid  vote  of  this  Parlia- 
ment in  favor  of  the  principle  of  Home  Rule.    1  said  1  was 
atraid  any  attempt  to  deal  with  this  question  again  might 
not  result  as  favorably  as  it  did  on  that  occasion.    The  hon. 
member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  did  not  choose  to 
mteri-upt  him— I  am  sorry  to  say  did  not  lairly  represent 
me  when  he  alluded  to  the  reasons  I  gave  for  not  comply- 
-ing  with  the  request  of  the  deputation  sent  from  St.  Patrick's 
Literary  Association.    He  said  after  counting  the  House, ' 
Otter  counting  noses  I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  there 


might  be  three  who  would  not  vote,  and  therefore  onaooonut 
of  those  three  I  was  afraid  to  submit  a  motion  to  the  House, 
ihe  hon.  gentleman  surely  knows  I  did  not  make  use  of 
any  such  lapguage.    The  hon.  gentleman  heard  me  correct 
the  fa'se  report  of  what  I  did  say  which  appeared  in  the 
^ree  Fress;  he  heard  me  rise  and  put  the  member  for  South 
Grey  right  on  that  subject,  who  was  misstating  what  I  said 
tor  the  rea  on  of  course  that  he  was  not  in  the  House  and 
oUd  not  hear  ray  explanation  before.    But  the  member  for 
West  Durham  did  hear  it.  I  did  not  say  that  it  was  on 
account  of  three  members  or  that  I  had  counted  noses  or 
anything  of  that  kind  ;  but  1  did  say  there  was  a  probability 
thai  a  division  might  take  place  and  we  might  not  succeed 
in  getting  the  unanimous  vote  we  had  in  1882,  and  if  not  it 
would  be  much  better  not  to  disturb  that  vote  or  break'iis 
effect  before  the  country  or  weaken  its  power  in  the  hands 
of  those  who  might  legitimately  use  it.    I  feel  that  in  this 
Pdrliament  we  are  not  all  agreed  upon  any  subject  that 
comes  before  us.    I  feel  that  on  few  questions  can  we  get 
a  unanimous  vote;  but  I  feel  that  the  propositiou  I  have 
mado  IS  one  so  reasonable  that  if  a  unanimous  vote 
can  be  reaphed  at  all  it  will  be  on  that  motion,  which  asks 
this  new  Parliament  to  re-affirm  what  was  expressed  in 
1882,  and  to  express  further  than  that,  which  my  reso- 
lution does,  the  hope  that  the  British  Parliament  may 
pass  a  measure  granting  Home  Eule  to  Ireland,  and  thus 
removing  the  cause  of  discontent  which  has  unfortunately 
existed  in  that  country.    The  adoption  of  my  motion  by  a 
unanimous  vote  of  the  House  will  strengthen  the  hands  of 
Mr.  Gladstone  far  more,  and  will  be  a  greater  endorsation 
of  the  policy  of  Home  Eule  than  the  motion  of  the  hoi, 
member  for  West  Durham  or  that  of  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Wellington,  who  proposed  an  amendment,  which 
simply  means  cutting  off  my  resolution  and  tacking  the 
amendment  to  the  amendment  to  the  motion  of  the  fon. 
member  for  West  Darham.    I  am  glad  to  know  that  even 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  in  some  things  is  opaa 
to  correction.    He  is  so  perfect  in  his  idea  of  things;  he 
criticises  the  actions  of  every  hon.  member  so  closely,  and 
is  HO  severe  upon  those  who  fail  to  attain  perfection  in  every 
subject,  that  it  is  somewhat  of  a  relief  to  my  mind  to  find 
that  even  the  hoc.  gentleman  has  failed  to  know  what  it 
was  necessary  to  more  o.i  this  occasion  in  order  to  express 
the  views  of  the  House  on  the  subject  of  Home  Eule  for 
Ireland,  and  it  was  only  after  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Wellington  had  brought  his  genius  to  bear,  and  used  that 
eloquence  for  which  he  is  so  well  known  in  this  House,  that 
the  hon,  member  for  "West  Durham  was  convinced  that  he 
did  not  know  how  to  prepare  the  motion  on  this  subject. 
My  duty  will  be  to  sustain  the  motion  I  put  before  the  House 
and  to  take  the  consequences  of  it,  and  to  take  those  conse- 
quences honestly.    I  will  not  do,  as  the  hon,  member  for 
West  Durham  has  done,  refer  to  personal  matters.  The  hon, 
gentleman  alluded  to  an  occasion  when  he  found  me  sitting 
on  the  back  benches  and  that  afterwards  I  came  and  sat  on 
the  front  bench,  when  it  was  a  question  of  resigning  my 
seat  in  the  Government.    The  hon,  gentleman  has  made 
considerable  capital  out  of  the  matter  and  has  ridiculed  me 
considerably  before  this  House.    It  has  been  his  special 
duty,  added  to  those  great  duties  that  he  performs  so  ably, 
to  criticise  every  act  of  mine  since  Parliament  has  been 
called  together,  not  only  to  criticise  every  act  of  mine,  but 
to  do  so  in  the  most  ungenerous  way  ;  to  catechise  and 
criticise  every  word  I  say  in  regard  to  the  business  of  the 
Department  over  which  I  preside,  as  if  it  were  his  business 
to  show  that  1  was  entirely  unfit  for  the  position  I  hold. 
Well,  I  do  not  overestimate  my  own  abilities.    I  do  not 
think  that  whatever  faults  I  have  that  hon.  gentlemen  in 
this  House  will  say  that  I  am  wanting  in  sufficient  modesty 
to  acknowledge  my  own  deficiencies.    But  while  it  is  true 
that  I  did  take  a  seat  upon  the  back  benches,  while  it  is 
true  that  the  question  of  whether  I  shall  remain  in  the 
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Government  or  not  was  unsettled  for  a  short  time,  the  hon.  ' 
gentleman  should  not  have  criticised  me  too  severely  for 
that.  The  reasons  which  impelled  me  to  take  the  course  I 
did,  in  offering  to  withdraw  from  the  Government,  were 
reaeoEs  which  were  honorable  to  myself,  were  reasons 
which  would  be  satisfactory  to  my  people,  if  I  could  make 
them  known ;  and  the  reasons  which  induced  me  to 
reserve  the  decibion  and  retain  my  seat  were  equally 
honorable  to  myself  and  the  leader  of  the  Govern- 
ment who  offered  to  make  that  arrangement  with  me. 
nut  the  hon.  gentleman  was  liable  to  be  found  changing 
seats  also.  There  was  a  time  when  he  reminded  me  of  a 
school  to  which  I  used  to  go,  where  the  rule  was  that  only 
one  boy  should  go  out  at  a  time,  A  board  was  placed  next 
the  door,  and  a  boy  on  going  out  had  to  turn  this  board,  to 
show  whether  he  was  in  or  out.  At  one  period  of  the  hon. 
gentleman's  history  it  appears  to  me  that  a  board  like  that 
would  have  been  useful  to  his  fiiends,  to  tell  them  his 
position.  It  is  true  the  hon.  gentleman  has  changed  since 
that  time.  Although  there  have  been  some  indications  of 
a  little  disfatiefaction,  of  a  little  c-oss  pulling  between  him- 
self and  his  followers,  still  he  has  not  gone  out.  Well,  the 
position  is  different ;  he  has  at  last  become  leader  of  the 
party,  since  he  came  back  into  public  life,  and  he  has  taken 
the  position  which  was  filled  with  credit  by  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman whom  he  supplanted.  I  say  since  that  time  he  is  not 
BO  restless;  he  has  not  gone  in  and  out  so  often,  although  I 
daresay  he  feels  sometimes  as  ho  did  on  an  occasion  not 
long  ago,  when  he  found  himself  and  his  party  were  divided 
on  a  question  on  which  they  thought  they  could  ride  into 
power,  and  I  daresay  on  that  occasion  bethought  of  his  old 
habit  of  pl.oying  in  and  out.  But  being  the  leader,  the  same 
reasons  did  not  exist.  I  daresay  he  did  not  feel  comfort- 
able amongst  his  own  followers,  to  serve  under  any  man  as 
leader,  and  I  think  that  was  one  of  the  reasons  why  he  was 
60  discontented — that  he  had  to  ferve  under  another  leader, 
and  he  is  now  more  contented  because  he  has  the  leadership 
in  his  own  hands.  I  will  vote  against  any  amendment  that 
may  be  proposed  in  order  to  reach  my  own  motion.  I 
believe  that  my  motion  will  recommend  itself  to  a  majority 
of  this  House,  and  I  think  it  will  meet  the  reasonable  expec- 
tations of  every  man  who  wishes  to  see  harmony  in  this 
country,  which  is  the  subject  of  our  discussion  to-night. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Harmony  and  peace  on  that  side  ol 
the  House,  you  mean. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  Well,  the  harmony  and  peace  we  secure 
on  this  side.  We  do  not  know  all  the  little  differences  that 
occur  on  that  side.  We  have  not  the  means  of  prying  into 
secrets  which  were  used  in  olden  times  to  get  the  secrets  of 
his  side  of  the  House.  We  do  not  intend  to  stoop  to  such 
means  ;  but  if  we  may  judge  by  appearances  there  is  room 
foi'  a  little  of  that  kind  of  thing  over  there,  and  if  I  do  not 
mistake  it  will  take  stme  of  them  all  they  can  do  to  harmo- 
nise the  diffcrenccB  which  have  occurred  between  certain 
gentlemen  in  their  own  party.  I  take  the  full  responsibility 
of  voting  against  any  proposition  made  against  the  motion 
which  I  agreed  to  move  in  amendment  of  the  motion  made 
by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition.  I  will  not  take  the  deciKion 
of  the  member  for  South  Grey  as  to  whether  I  represent  the 
Irish  element  or  not  or  any  portion  of  it.  I  will  not  take 
the  decision  of  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  as  to 
whether  I  am  doing  that  which  I  ought  to  do  as  an  Irish- 
man to  strengthen  the  hands  of  my  Irish  friends  who  are 
advocating  Home  Eule.  But  if  the  day  should  come  that  it 
appears  to  the  people  most  interested  in  this  question  that 
they  have  reason  to  believe  I  have  failed  in  the  pioper  dis- 
charge of  my  duty,  I  will  pay  the  penalty  of  not  having 
their^confidence  any  longer.  That  is  the  proof  I  give,  when 
Iheie  is  reason  for  them  to  believe  that  I  no  longer  enjoy 
their  confidence,  and  if  the  hon,  gentleman  will  make  the 
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same  proposition  and  carry  it  out  honestly  the  Reform  ranks 
would  be  thinned  wonderfully  in  this  House. 

House  then  divided  on  amendment  (Mr.  McMoUen)  : 


Allen, 
Amyot, 
Armstrong, 
Auger, 

Baio  (Wentworth), 

Bechard, 

Bergeron, 

Bernier, 

Blake, 


Desaulniers  ( 
Desjardina, 
Dupont, 
Fairbaok, 
PlBher, 
Porbea, 
Gierault, 
Gillmor, 
Glen, 
Goay, 

Burpee,  Ouun, 
Cameron  (Huron),  Harley, 
Cameron  (Middlesex),  Holton, 
Campbell  (Renfrew),  Innes, 
Oartwright(3ir  Richardjirvine, 
"  Jack30Q, 
King, 

Oook,  Kirk, 
Ooursol,  Landerkin, 
Davies,  Mclntyre, 


Abbott,  Poster, 
Allison,  Oandet, 
Bain  (Soulanges),  Girouard, 
Baker  (Miasisquoi),  Gordon, 
Baker  (Victoria),  Grandbois, 
Barker,  Guilbault, 
Barnard,  Guillet, 
Beaty,  Hackett, 
Bell,  Haggart, 
Benoit,  Hall, 
Blondeau,  Hay, 
Bourbeau, 
Bowell, 
Bryson, 
Burnham, 
Burns, 

Cameron  (Inverness),  Jenkins.. 
Cameron  (Victoria),  Kaulback, 
Campbell  (Victoria), 
Oarling, 

Oaion  (Sic  Adolphe), 


i'6),  McMnllen, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Mnlock, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Piatt, 

Bay, 

Rinfret, 

Scriver, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Broce), 


Hickey, 
Homer, 
Hurteau, 
Jamieson, 


Kilvert, 


Labrosse, 
Landry  (Kent), 
Landry  (Montmaguy), 
Langevin  (Sir  Hector), 


Cochrane, 
Cogtigan, 
Ooughlin, 

Cnrran,  ,.  , 

Outhbert,  Macdonald  (King's), 

Daly,  Macdonald  (Sir  John), 

Daonst,  Mackintosh, 
Dawson,  Macmaster, 
Desaulniers(8t.Maorice)Macmillan  (Middlesex), 
Dickinson,           ;;      McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 

Dodd,  McCallnm, 

Dugas,  McCarthy, 

Dnadas,  McDougall  (C.  Breton), 

ETerett,  McGreevy, 

Farrow,  McLelau, 
Pergu3on(Leed3  4  Gren)McNeill, 

Ferguson  (Welland),  Masque, 
Fortin,  Moffat, 

Amendment  negatived. 

House  then  divided  on  amendment  (Mr.  Costigan)  : 
Yeas  i 


Sutherland  (Oxford), 

Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

Wilson, 


Montplaisir, 

O'Brien, 

Orton, 

Onimet, 

Paint, 

Patterson  (Essex), 

Pinsonneanlt, 

Pruyn, 

Eeid, 

Riopel, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 

Robertson  (Hastings^, 

Royal, 

Rykert, 

Scott, 

Shakespeare, 
Small, 
Sproule, 
Stairs, 
Taschecean, 
Tags^, 
Taylor, 
Temple, 
Thompson, 
TowDBheud, 
Tupper, 
Tyrwhitt, 
Valin, 
Vanasse, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 
Ward, 

White  (Oardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 
White  (Renfrew), 
Wigle 

Wood  (BrockviUe), 
Wood  (WestrnTd)— 118. 


Allison, 

Bain  (Soulangea), 

Baker  (Missisquoi), 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Barker, 

Barnard, 

Beaty, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 


Poster, 

Gaudet, 

Girooard, 

Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

Guilbault, 

Guillet, 

Backett, 

Haggart, 


Moffatt, 

Montplaisir, 

O'Brien, 

Orton, 

Onimet, 

Paint, 

Patterson  (Bssex), 
Pinsonneanlt, 
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Blondeau,  Hall, 
Bonrbeau,  Hay, 
Bowell, 
Bcyson, 
Baroham, 
Bu-na, 

Oameron  (laverneBS), 
Oameron  (Victoria), 
Campbell  (Victoria), 
Garllng, 

OaroD  (Sir  Adolphe), 
Gimon, 
Oochrane, 
Oostiean, 

OoQgDliB, 

Onrran, 
Outhbert, 
Daly, 
DaOQBt, 
DawsoQ. 

De6aulQiers(St.Maurice)Mackiat08h; 

Dickii^aoD,  Macmaster, 

Dodd,  Macmillaa  (Ulddlesex), 

Dugas,  McMillan  (VaudreuU), 

Daadas,  MoOallam, 

Everett,  MoGarthy, 

Farrow,  MoDoagall  (0  Breton), 
Fergaaon  (LeedB&Gren)MoGre6vy, 

Ferguson  ( Welland),  MoLelan, 

-    ■  McNeiU, 


Hickey, 

Billiard, 

Homer, 

Hurtean, 

JamieaoQ, 

Jenkins, 

Kanlbach, 

Kilvert, 

Einney, 

Eranz, 

Labroeae, 

Landry  (Kent), 

Landry  (Montmagny), 

Langerin  (Sir  Hector), 


Macdonald  (King'a), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 


Prayn, 

Reid, 

Riopel, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 

Robertson  (Haatinga), 

Royal, 

Rykert, 

Scott, 

Shakespeare, 
Small, 
Spronle, 
Stairs, 
Taacbereau, 
Taaa6, 
Taylor, 
Temple, 
Thompaon, 
Townshend, 
Tupper, 
Tyrwhitt, 
Valin, 


Fortin, 


Allen, 
Amyot, 
Armstrong, 
Auger, 

Bain  (Wentwortb), 

Beohard, 

Bergeron, 

Bernier, 

Blake, 


Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (fork), 
Ward, 

White  (Oardwell), 
White  (Renfrew), 
Wigle, 

Wood  (Brookville), 
Wood  (Weatm'I'd)— 117. 


Nats: 


Oesjardins, 
Dnpont, 
Fairbank, 
Fisher, 
Forbes, 
Griganlt, 
Gillmor, 
Glen, 
Guay, 
Gunn, 
Harley, 
Holton, 
lanes, 
Irvine, 


Mills, 

Mitchell, 

Mulock, 

PateraoD  (Brant), 

Piatt, 

Bay, 

Rinfret, 

Scriver, 

Somerrille  (Brant), 
Somerrille  (Brace), 
Springer, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Trow, 
Vail, 
Watson, 
Weldon, 

White  (Haatinga), 
Wilaon, 
Wright, 
Yeo.— 61. 


Burpee, 

OameroQ  (Horon), 
Oameron  (Middleaex) 
oampbell  (Reafrew), 
Gartwrighi(Siri.iicliard)  Jackson, 
Caaey,  ^iig, 
Gasgrain,  Kirk, 
Gook,  Landerkin, 
Goursol,  Mclntyre, 
Daviea,  McMullen, 
Deaaulniers  (MaBkn'g6), 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  However  deeply  I  may  regret,  Sir,  that 
the  Commons  of  Canada  ehould  have  decided  to  speak  with 
a  voice  so  vague  and  ineffective,  and  to  add  so  slight  an  im- 
pulse to  the  movement  I  was  hoping  to  advance,  it  is  yet  for 
me  to  consider  what  is  the  best  ase  that  can  be  made  of 
that  vagae  and  ineffective  voice  and  that  slight  impulse. 
The  resolution  we  are  to  substitute  for  the  original  reso- 
lution is  a  simple  expression  of  our  opinion,  to  lie  upon  our 
journals.  Weak  and  inadequate  as  it  is,  it  is  still  better 
that  it  should  do  some  good ;  and  I  therefore  move  to  add 
to  the  motion,  as  amended,  the  words  following  :  — 

And  that  a  copy  of  the  resolution  be  communicated  forthwith  by 
Mr.  Speaker  to  Mr,  Gladstoae. 

Sir  JOHN  A  MACDONALD.  I  object  to  this  amend- 
ment  simply  on  the  plain  ground  that  it  is  in  direct  contra- 
vention to  the  resolution  we  have  just  passed.  It  is  in  effect 
an  address. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria).  I  object  to  it  on  another 
ground.  I  think  it  is  unworthy  of  the  dignity  of  this  House 
that  we  should  append  to  a  resolution  suoh  as  we  have  pas- 
sed a  message  requiring  you,  as  the  Speaker  of  this  Hoase, 
to  communicate  it  even  to  suoh  a  distinguished  individual 
as  Mr.  Gladstone ;  and  if  by  doing  so,  as  I  have  no  doubt 
my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  desires,  we 
should  give  encouragement  to  his  proposition  for  Home 
Bnle  for  Ireland  in  the  sense  in  which  he  has  denanoiated 


it,  I  demur  to  it  on  that  ground  also,  as  totally  dissenting 
from  any  such  proposition. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  support  it  on  this  ground,  that  inas- 
much as  the  minority  of  this  House,  who  I  believe  will  find 
their  action  endorsed  by  a  majority  in  the  country,  have 
failed  to  get  such  a  resolution  as  would  fairly  express  in  the 
strongest  terms  our  approval  of  Home  Eule  for  Ireland,  and 
secure  the  greatest  amount  of  good,  [  believe  our  next  duty 
is  to  put  the  resolution  adopted  by  this  House  into  suoh  a 
shape  that  the  man  who  stands  foremost  in  the  world  to- 
day, and  is  endeavoring  to  give  Ireland  the  benefit  of  self- 
government,  shall  have  his  hands  strengthened  in  every 
way  in  which  we  can  do  it ;  and  I  have  much  pleasure  in 
seconding  the  resolution. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  position  the  hon.  First  Minister  has 
taken  on  this  resolution  shows  very  clearly  to  the  House 
and  the  country  what  are  his  real  feelings  on  this  subject. 
It  is  well  known  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  not  sin- 
cere advocates  of  the  principle  of  Home  Rule.  It  is  well 
known  that  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Government  has  again 
and  again  declared  himself  against  the  principle  of  federa- 
tion, against  the  principle  of  local  sell-government,  and  in 
favor  of  a  legislative  union.  But  those  hon.  gentlemen 
have  not  the  courage  of  their  convictions.  While  they 
profess  to  favor  Home  Rule,  they  propose  a  resolution  that 
is  addressed  to  nobody.  Now,  Sir,  when  my  hon.  friend 
proposes  that  that  resolution  should  be  sent  to  the  Prime 
Minister  of  England,  who  is  struggling  with  the  aristocratic 
classes  there  to  maintain  the  rights  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  then  these  hon.  gentlemen  say :  We  shall 
not  consent  that  that  resolution  shall  be  sent  to 
Mr.  Gladstone;  we  shall  not  consent  that  it 
shall  be  put  into  the  hands  of  the  man  who  is  seeking  to 
confer  that  benefit  on  the  people  of  Ireland ;  but  we  will 
leave  it  on  the  journals  of  our  House  ;  if  the  Irish  people  of 
Canada  attack  us  we  will  say,  we  voted  in  favor  of  this 
resolution  ;  and  if  our  Orange  friends  are  disj-osed  to  atlaik 
us  for  voting  for  Home  Rule,  we  will  say,  it  is  true,  we 
attempted  to  conciliate  a  section  of  our  followers  by  voting 
for  that  resolution,  bat  we  refusel  to  forward  it  to  Mr. 
Gladstone,  because  we  did  njt  intend  that  it  shjuld  bo  of 
the  slightest  service  to  the  people  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  OOUGHLIN.  I  crave  the  attention  of  this  House  ; 
for  a  few  moments.  I  beg  to  propose  a  resolution,  and  I  , 
ask  the  followers  of  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  to  back  me  up: 

That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be  sent  to  Mr.  Parnell. 
The  Irish  people  to-day  owe  this  movement  to  Mr.  Parnell. 
We  would  not  be  here  to-night  voting  for  this  resolution  if 
it  had  not  been  for  the  noble  exertions  of  that  noble  man. 
If  any  credit  is  due  to  any  person  for  the  position  of  the 
question  today,  it  is  lue  to  Mr.  Parnell;  and  I  a?k  my  hon. 
friends  on  this  side  of  the  House  to  back  me  on  this  resolu- 
tion. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  It  is  moved  by  Mr.  Coughlin  to  strike 
out  the  word  "  Gladstone  "  and  insert  the  word  "  Parnell." 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  should  have  been  very  glad  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  had  proposed  to  add  the  words  "  and  Mr.  Par- 
nell "  to  the  words  of  the  resolution  ;  and  I  should  have 
cordially  acceded  to  that,  recognising  as  I  do  the  great  ser-  . 
vices  that  Mr.  Parnell  has  rendered  to  the  cause  of  Home 
Eule.  But  at  this  moment  I  think  it  is  the  hands  of  Mr. 
Gladstone  that  want  strenghtening,  and  I  am  not  going  to  ' 
vote  to  strike  out  tbe  name  of  Mr.  Gladstone  in  order  to 
substitute  that  of  Mr.  Parnell. 

Sir  RICHARD  OAETWRIGHT.  I  think  it  is  well  that 
the  First  Minister,  at  any  rate,  has  thrown  off  the  mask, 
and  has  shown  us  clearly  and  distinctly,  what  all  of  us  who 
know  him  know,  that  he  has  no  sympathy  for  Ireland,  and 
DO  more  sympathy  for  Home  Eule  iu  Ireland  than  he  ha^ 
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for  Home  Eule  in  Canada.  The  bon.  gentleman  has  been 
plotting,  since  the  time  he  was  sworn  in  as  First  Minister 
of  Canada,  against  the  Local  Governments  of  this  country. 
We  know,  Sir,  that  but  for  Sir  George  Cartier,  when  he  was 
sent  to  England  as  a  delegate  some  nineteen  years  ago,  he 
would  have  misused  and  abused  the  power  put  into  his 
hands  to  deprive  us  of  our  local  liberties,  and,  Sir,  now, 
thrown  off  his  guard  for  a  moment,  he  cannot  help  show- 
ing his  real  sentiments.  He  cannot  help  shewing  as  far  as 
lies  in  him  that  even  this  emasculated  and  miserable  reso- 
lution, which  the  itfinister  of  Inland  Bevenue,  I  regret  to 
say,  has  allowed  himself  to  be  made  a  tool  of  to  have 

placed  on  our  journals  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  should  not 
use  that  word. 

Sir  ECCHARD  CAETWRIGHT.  "Well,  Sir,  if  you 
rule  that  to  say  that  one  Minister  is  the  tool  of 
another  is  out  of  order,  I  will  withdraw  that  in 
deference  to  your  ruling.  I  maintain  my  own  opinion 
as  to  the  use  that  has  been  made  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man by  the  First  Minister  on  this  particular  occasion, 
as  before;  Sir,  the  hou.  gentleman's  resolution,  I  do  not 
doubt  in  the  least  from  the  verbiage  of  it,  has  been  con- 
ceived in  the  brain,  if  not  traced  by  the  hand  of  the  First 
Minister;  and  Sir,  il  there  could  be  a  more  contemptible,  a 
more  ridiculous,  a  more  absurd  proposition  placed  before 
this  House,  after  formally  passing  a  resolution — which  if  it 
has  any  meaning  or  object,  if  there  is  any  conceivable  sense 
in  it,  must  be  intended  tor  the  purpose  of  strengthening  Mr. 
Gladstone  in  the  struggle  againt  great  odds  that  he  is  now 
maintaining,  tor  the  bestowal  of  Home  Rule  upon  Ireland 
— it  is  the  refusal  to  adopt  the  sensible  and  intelligent  pro- 
position of  my  hon.  triend  beside  me,  that  that  resolution 
should  be  sent  to  Mr.  Gladstone.  What  position  shall  we  be  in 
— what  attitude  shall  we  assume — if  it  turns  out  that  we  are 
bold  enough  to  pass  a  resolution  here,  bat  are  not  bold 
enough  to  send  it  where  alone  it  would  be  of  use — 
that  we  have  dared  to  put  it  on  our  journals,  but  do 
not  dare  to  communicate  it  to  the  Imperial  House  1 
For  my  own  part,  1  say  that  we,  as  iiritish  subjects,  have 
got  a  good  right  to  advise  the  Empire  on  all  points  of 
Imperial  policy  such  as  this.  There  are  greater  issues 
contained  in  this  question  than  the  mere  question  of  Home 
Eule  for  Ireland.  From  this  will  spring  other  results.  I 
believe  that  one  lesult  which  will  spring  irom  this  will  be 
that  in  substance,  within  a  few  years,  the  English  people 
will  have  to  adopt  a  system  somewhat  similar  to  that  which 
we  have  here  j  because  I  believe  that  this  doctrine  of  Home 
Rule  cannot  be  applied  to  Ireland  alone,  that,  in  all  human 
probability,  is  comprised  in  it  a  Federate  Parliament  for  the 
British  Isles,  and  probably  for  the  British  Empire.  It  may 
be  something  more  than  that ;  it  may  be  an  alliance,  if  not 
a  federation,  of  the  whole  British  race,  and  it  is  because  1 
believe  it  is  the  interest  of  the  whole  British  Empire  and 
British  race  depends  to  a  large  estent  of  doing  away  with 
these  just  causes  ot  complaint  which  the  Irish  people  have 
long  had,  that  1  am  prepared  to  support  my  hon.  friend's 
motion.  But  in  any  case,  let  us  not  commit  the  miserable 
absurdity  of  putting  a  rebOluiion  on  our  journals  and  yet 
not  daring  to  communicate  it  to  the  Imperial  Government. 

Mr.  MoNBILL.  There  is  no  question  of  daring  in  the 
matter. 

Mr.  BURNS.  No  doubt,  in  a  very  few  minutes,  the 
action  this  House  has  taken  will  be  cabled  across  the 
Atlantic,  and  not  only  Mr.  Gladstone  but  everybody  else  in 
the  British  Islands  will  be  aware  of  the  action  we  have 
taken.  I  am  in  sympathy  with  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
member  tor  Middlesex,  and  I  will  support  it.  My  reason  is 
that  the  position  of  affairs  to  day,  as  regards  Ireland,  is  due 
Sir  RicHAiio  Oariwmiohi, 


to  the  action  of  Mr.  Parnell  as  much  as  to  the  action  of  Mr" 
Gladstone.  Year  after  year  the  Irish  people,  under  various 
leaders,  struggled  to  obtain  something  like  independence, 
and  of  late  years  Mr.  Parnell  has  led  them  to  what  may  be 
called  victory.  In  1882,  when  this  Parliament  parsed  reso- 
lutions and  sent  them  to  Mr.  Gladstone,  we  know  what 
action  Mr.  Gladstone  and  his  Government  took.  At  that 
time,  he  and  his  associates  with  him  were  not  disposed  to 
listen  to  the  advice  offered  them  by  Canada,  but  now,  when 
Mr.  Gladstone  is  brought  face  to  face  with  the  difficulty, 
when  he  finds  that  Ireland  has  returned  an  almost  unani- 
mous representation  on  the  principle  of  Home  Rule,  he,  in 
order  to  strengthen  his  hands,  seeks  the  advice  and  sym- 
pathy of  those  whose  sympathy  and  advice  he  repelled  in 
times  gone-bye.  To  Mr.  Parnell  is  due  more  than  to  Mr. 
Gladstone  the  present  position  of  affairs,  and  therefore  I 
will  vote  for  the  amendment. 

Mr.  eUERAN.  I  have  great  pleasure  in  supporting  the 
amendment  bt  my  hon.  friend  from  Middlesex.  I  hear,  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  a  great  many  jeering  remarks, 
but  I  want  to  say  that,  for  my  part,  I  look  upon  the  sturdy 
perseverance  with  which  Mr.  Parnell  has  conducted  his 
campaign,  as  being  the  cause  of  bringing  Mr.  Gladstone  to 
the  position  he  occupies,  and  if  we  are  to  give  cheers,  let  ns 
cheer  the  people  who  have  done  the  fighting. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  feel  it  is  necessary  to  state  the 
reason  why  1  am  going  to  support  the  amendment.  I  will 
support  it,  not  because  I  think  it  is  the  best  thing  to  be 
done  in  order  to  secure  what  the  statesmen  of  England  and 
Ireland  are  trying  to  secure  for  Ireland,  but  because  it 
it  the  only  thing  open  for  us  to  do,  after  we  have  passed 
the  resolution.  This  amendment  is  not  in  accordance  with 
the  dignity  of  the  House,  after  having  given  exprestion  to 
the  opinions  we  have  expressed,  as  to  what  the  feelings  and 
sentiments  of  this  Parliament  are  upon  the  great  question 
which  is  agitating  our  friends  on  the  other  side,  but  as  this 
House,  under  the  leadership  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman,  has 
chosen  to  refuse  to  send  the  resolution  to  Mr.  Gladstone  and 
to  refuse  to  send  the  address  to  Her  Majesty,  as,  while 
endorsing  the  sentiment  he  refuses  to  countenance  its  trans- 
mission, the  proposition  to  send  the  resolution  of  the  House 
to  Mr.  Parnell  will  receive  my  support.  I  have  great  satis- 
faction in  endorsing  what  has  been  said  about  Mr.  Parnell. 
He  deserves  every  credit  from  his  co  nationalists.  By  his 
perseverance,  resolution  and  determination,  he  has  done 
more  than  ordinary  men  could  do,  and  1  am  pleased  to  be 
able  to  speak  of  him  as  I  have,  but  to  send  the  resolution 
to  him  alone,  and  not  to  Mr.  Gladstone,  is  not  in  accordance 
with  what  I  believe  to  be  the  true  dignity  of  Parliament 
and  the  position  of  Canada. 

Mr.COSTIGAN.  I  have  always  obj6cted  to  giving  too 
much  prominence  to  this  question  as  a  political  question, 
either  on  this  or  the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic.  Hon.  gen- 
tlemen have  attacked  and  ridiculed  me  for  presuming  to 
send  a  cablegram  to  Mr.  Parnell,  and  questioned  my  right 
to  do  so ;  they  have  questioned  the  importance  ot  such  a 
message  coming  from  me  on  behalf  of  the  Irish  representa- 
tives of  this  House.  I  say  this,  that  I  objected  to  the  address 
for  the  reasons  I  gave.  .  still  hold  that  the  Irish  people  at 
home  and  here  are  in  doubt  as  to  whether  Mr.  Parnell  will 
approve  of  the  measure  before  Parliament,  as  we  may  learn, 
in  10  0}-  15  days,  that  the  measure  proposed  by  Mr.  Glad- 
stone will  be  pronounced  unsuitable  lor  the  Irith  people  by 
the  men  who  have  been  fighting  the  battle  from  the  first.  In 
that  case  what  position  would  we  be  in  ?  I  do  not  presume 
to  go  in  advance  of  Mr.  Parnell,  but  I  am  willing  this  House 
should  convey,  in  the  speediest  manner  possible,  to  Mr. 
Gladstone,  to  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  to  Mr.  Parnell 
the  hero  of  the  struggle,  the  message  stating  what  has 
taken  place. 
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Mr.  MoNEILL.  I  cannot  support  tbe  amendment  to 
send  this  resolution,  the  expression  of  this  House  in  favor 
of  some  measure  of  Home  Eule,  to  the  gentleman  who  said 
that  he  never  would  have  taken  off  his  coat  to  go  to  this 
work  had  he  not  expected  by  so  doing  to  sever  the  last  link 
between  Ireland  and  England.  So  far  as  the  other  pro- 
position irt  concerned,  since  Mr.  Gladstone  has  told  us  in  the 
most  explicit  manner  to  mind  our  own  buaioess,  I  will  not 
support  the  proposal  now  made  to  send  a  resolution  of 
sympathy  to  him  when  he  feels  himself  in  some  difficulty. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  By  the  action  of  the  House 
to-night  

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Question. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  I  have  kept  very  quiet  and 
have  interfered  with  no  one,  and  I  am  only  going  to  speak 
for  a  few  moment.  It  looks,  by  the  action  of  the  House 
to  night,  as  if  the  people  of  Canada  were  unanimously  in 
favor  of  Home  Eule.  I  say  it  is  not  so.  I  say  there  are  a 
large  number  of  people  in  Canada  who  are  not  in  favor  of 
Home  Eule.  A  large  number  of  the  Irish  people  are  not 
favorable  to  Home  Eule.  Many  gentleman  have  said  to- 
night that  they  come  from  Ireland  ;  well,  I  thick  I  know  a 
little  about  Ireland,  and  I  contend  that  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, as  they  are  governed  to-day,  will  be  more  contented 
than  they  will  after  they  get  Home  Eule,  if  they  do  get  it. 
I  am  opposed  to  this  House  interfering  directly  or  indirectly 
with  the  British  people.  Let  them  pass  their  own  laws 
without  any  interference  from  us.  I  am  opposed  to  every 
motion  made,  and  shall  vote  against  every  motion  made, 
no  matter  from  which  side  of  the  House  it  comes. 

Mr.  CASEY.  1  think  the  remarks  of  the  leader  of  the 
House  on  this  proposition  were  particularly  unfortunate. 
They  will  be  regarded  by  everybody  in  this  country  as 
indicating  that  the  hon.  gentleman  preferred  to  risk  the 
utility  of  the  resolution  which  we  are  about  to  pass,  to  risk 
its  having  no  effect  at  all  rather  than  to  appear  to  add  any- 
thing to  the  strength  of  a  party  leader  who  is  opposed  to  him 
in  politics.  Everyone  will  believe,  Irish  people  and  those  of 
all  other  nationalities,  that  the  hon.  gentleman's  opposition 
to  the  amendment  is  dictated  by  a  petty  jealousy  of  the 
party  leader  in  England.  The  motion  of  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Middlesex  (Mr.  Ooughlin)  is  objectionable  for 
the  reason  stated  by  my  hon.  friend  the  leader.  If  you  are 
going  to  send  it  to  anybody,  you  must  send  it  to  the  person 
who  has  control  of  the  Government.  You  must  send  it  to 
headquarters.  If  you  do  not  send  it  to  the  Qaeen  direct, 
you  must  send  it  to  the  leader  of  the  Government.  I  should 
be  very  happy  to  see  it  sent  to  Mr.  Parnell  also,  as  sug- 
gested by  my  leader.  I  agree  with  the  eulogies  which 
have  been  passed  upon  Mr.  Parnell,  as  a  statesman  and  as  a 
manager  of  his  party.  I  am  willing  that  he  should  have 
the  compliment  paid  him,  and  should  be  willing,  as  my 
leader  said,  to  have  his  name  added ;  and  I  should  not  have 
any  great  objection  to  the  suggestion  of  the  Minister  of 
Inland  Eevenue  that  it  should  be  sent  to  all  three  lepresen- 
tatives  of  parties  in  the  English  House  of  Commons. 
Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Excuse  me,  I  lead  nobody  and  these  are 
my  personal  opinions.  I  have  no  objection  to  its  being  sent 
to  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  as  well  as  to  the  other  two, 
but  I  wish  to  urge  upon  the  hon.  member  for  North  Mid- 
dlesex to  consider  the  poiition  in  which  he  is  placing  his 
friends  and  the  friends  of  Home  Rule  by  proposing  to  strike 
out  the  name  of  Mr.  Gladstone.  Surely,  if  Mr.  ParnoU 
deserves  to  have  it  sent  to  him,  and  it  can  only  be  a  com- 
pliment in  his  caae,  because  he  is  not  the  leader  of  a  Giv- 
ernment  or  even  a  member  of  a  Government  The  leader  of 
the  Government  of  England,  who  is  sacrificing  so  much  and 
risking  so  much  to  carry  out  the  views  of  Mr.  Parnell, 
deserves  to  have'it  sent  to  him  also.  Surely  my  hon.  friend 


does  not  wish  to  do  this  of  his  own  desire.    Surely  it  must 
have  been  put  in  his  hands  by  somebody. 
Mr.  COUGHLIN.    No,  it  was  not. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  accept  the  hon.  gentleman's  denial.  Surely 
then  he  will  accept  the  suggestion  of  his  friend  and  leader 
the  Minister  of  Inland  Eevenue,  and  will  accept  at  all 
events  his  proposition  or  something  else  rather  than  the 
bald  proposal  to  strike  out  the  name  of  Gladstone  and  put 
in  the  name  of  Parnell.  He  will  see,  when  he  thinks  it 
over,  that  he  is  putting  himself  and  his  friends  and  the  cause 
of  Home  Eule  in  a  very  peculiar  position. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  intend  to  notice 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  South  Huron  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright),  or  his  remarks  respecting  myself.  I 
have  heard  a  good  deal  from  him  before,  and  have  treated  it 
in  the  same  way  as  I  do  now,  with  contemptuous  silence. 
The  reason  why  I  shortly  objected  to  sending  the  resolution 
to  Mr.  Gladstone  was  that  the  whole  of  these  resolutions, 
not  only  the  resolution  which  was  carried,  but  the  original 
resolution  moved  by  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite,  the 
amendment  of  my  hon,  friend,  and  the  amendment  to  the 
amendment,  will  be  sent  by  cable  to  England  and  known 
everywhere  in  England,  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  by  Mr.  Parnell, 
and  by  the  leaders  of  the  Opposition  in  both  Houses,  to- 
morrow. Therefore  it  would  avoid  the  appearance  of  in 
fact  sending  an  address  to  Mr,  Gladsane  instead  of  to  Her 
Majeity.  The  information  will  go  to  England,  it  will  have 
its  effect  in  England  completely  and  fully,  and  it  will  not  have 
its  full  effect  unless  all  the  resolutions  voted  this  evening 
should  be  sent  at  the  same  time.  I  have  no  objection  that 
a  resolution  should  be  adopted  and  added  that  this  resolu- 
tion and  the  other  resolutions  on  the  same  question  voted 
upon  shall  be  transmitted  to  the  three  gentlemen  mentioned 
by  my  hon.  friend. 

Mr.  BLAKB.    That  is  not  in  order. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.    Not  iust  now. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of 
Mr.  Coughlin. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Lost. 

Mr.  BLAKE.    Yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  COUGHLIN.    I  will  withdraw  it. 

Some  hon.  M UMBERS.    You  cannot  withdraw  it. 

House  divided  on  amendment  (Mr.  Coughlin)  : 
YhA3  ; 


UeBBieurs 
Barnard,  Guilbault, 
Burna,  Hackett, 
Cameron  (Iayern«83),  Harteau, 
Ooughtia, 
Ourran, 
Portin, 


Mitchell, 
MontpIaiBir, 
Jenkins,  Patterson  (Essex), 

Maodonald  (Kinft's),  Royal, 
Mackintosh,  Shakespeare, 


Allen, 
Allison, 
Armstrong, 
Anger, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 

Baker  (Missisqiioi), 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Barker, 

Beaty, 

Bochard, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Bernier, 

Blake, 

Blondean, 


McGreevy, 


Forbes, 

Foster, 

Giganlt, 

Gillmor, 

Glen, 

Gordon, 

Guay, 

Gnillet, 

Gann, 

Haggart, 

Sail, 

Harley, 


TassS.— 22, 


O'Brien, 
Orton, 
Ouimet, 
Paint, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Piatt, 

Pruyn, 

Red, 

Rinfret, 

Riopel, 

Robertson  (Hamilton!,! 

Robertson  (HaHiugs), 

Rykert, 

Scott, 

Scrirer, 


1180 


COMMOlsrS  DEBATES. 


Mat  6, 


Bourbeau, 

Bowell, 

BryBOn, 

Barnham, 

Burpee, 


Hickey, 
Hilliard, 
Holton, 
Homer, 
InneB, 
Irvine, 

Cameron  (Huron),  Jackaon, 
Oemeron  (Middlesex),  JamieBon, 
Cameron  (Victoria),  Kaulbach, 
Campbell  (Renfrew),  Kilvert, 
Campbell  (Victoria),  King, 
Carliog,  Kirk, 
Caron  (Sir  Adolphe),  " 


Small, 

Somerrille  (Brant), 
SomerviUe  (Brace), 
Springer, 
Spronle, 
StairB, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Taachereau, 
Taylor, 
Temple, 
Tbompaon, 
Townshend, 
Trow, 

Oartwri~ght(SirRiohard  ;Landerkin,  Tapper, 
Caeey,  Landry  (Kent),  Tyrwhitt, 

Caagrain,  Landry  (Hontmagny),  Vail^ 

Oimon,  Langevin  (Sir  Hector),  ValiD, 

Cochrane,  Macdonald  (Sir  John),  Vanapae, 

Cook,  Macmaster,  Wallace  (Albert), 

CoBtigan,  Macmillan  (Middleaex),  Wallace  (7ork), 

Onthbert,  McMillan  (Vaudreuil),  Ward, 

Daly,  McOallnm,  Wataon, 

Daviea,  McCarthy,  Weldon, 

Dawaon,  McDougall(C.  Breton),  White  (Oardwell), 

Dickinson,  Mclntyre,  White  (HaBtlaga), 

Dodd,  McLelan,  White  (Renfrew), 

Dandas,  MoMullen,  Wigle, 

Dupont,  McNeill,  Wilaon, 

Everett,  Milli,  Wood  (Brockville) 

Tairbank,  Moffat,  Wood  (Weamoreland), 

Farrow,  Mnlock,  Teo.— 142. 

FerguBon(Leed8&  Qren) 

AmeDdment  negatived. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  mentioned  a  little  while 
ago  that  I  would  propose  certain  amendments,  but  it  has 
been  suggested  (o  me,  in  order  to  avoid  the  appearance  of 
partisanship,  that  I  had  better  substitute  the  following 
motion  ;  I  therefore  beg  leave  to  move  : 

That  all  the  worda  after  the  word  "  following "  be  etruck  out,  and 
the  following  be  inserted  :  "  And  that  a  copy  of  thij  resolution  be  trans- 
mittel  by  the  Speaker  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons  in  Bog- 
land." 

Mr.  BIjA.RB  This  is  another  way  of  making  the  House 
speak  with  a  dumb  voice.  This  question  arose  with  refer- 
ence to  the  proper  form  of  action  in  another  assembly,  an 
enquiry  was  made,  and  the  resnlt  of  the  enquiry  was  that 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons,  in  JSngland,  was 
deemed  to  have  no  authority  to  communicate  to  the  House 
resolutions  so  transmitted  to  him.  You,  Sir,  in  the  Chair,  I 
think,  will  confirm  that  statement,  so  that  if  my  motion  is 
amended,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes,  he  will  have 
accomplished  his  object.  His  object  is  to  get  rid  of  any 
communication  across  the  water.  He  so  stated.  He  said ; 
We  don't  want  to  communicate.  He  then  suggested  that 
we  should  communicate  to  the  Marquis  of  Salisbury  the 
defeated  motion,  after  he  had  found  diflSoulty  in  the  first 
place.  Now  he  proposes  we  should  communicate  it  to  the 
person  who  will  have  no  authority  to  communicate  it  to  the 
House  of  Commons  of  England  at  all.  It  is  an  ingenious 
device  to  accomplish  the  objects  of  nullifying,  as  far  as 
possible,  the  feeble  effects  of  the  resolution.  1  hope  the 
House  will  not  adopt  that  device,  and  I  ask  you  to  Say 
whether  I  am  not  correct  in  that  statement. 

Mr.  SPEAKER,  The  Spealjer  has  no  power  or  authority 
to  communicate  it  to  the  House.  A  communication  like 
this  was  sent  to  me  from  the  British  Columbia  Legislature, 
and  I  simply  sent  it  to  the  Prime  Minister  as  a  private 
commanication. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons  in  England  will  take  the 
same  course  you  did.  He  will  take  steps  to  give  it  full 
publicity  in  England. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Why  should  he  not  send  it  to  Mr.  (Jlad- 
stone  directly. 

Mr.  MITCHELL,    It  looks  very  much  like  an  attempt 
to  burk  theexpression  of  opinion  in  this  House.  It  is  not  only 
likely  to  result  in  the  failore  of  the  object  of  this  di^oosijion 
Sir  JoBN  A-  Maodomald, 


but  it  will  bring  discredit  and  disgrace  upon  the  Parliament 
of  Canada. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  I  have  no  desire  that  the  expression  of 
opinion  by  this  House  should  remain,  even  by  implication, 
a  dead  letter.  We  know  very  well  that  the  proceedings  of 
this  House  will  be  telegraphed  immediately  to  England, 
and  if  communicating  it  to  the  Speaker  wou'd  be  the  best 
means  of  making  it  known,  I  would  be  in  favor  of  doing  so. 
In  accordance  with  the  expressed  desire  of  all  the  organs 
who  have  spoken  on  the  subject  of  Home  Rule,  if  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  had  brought  a  direct  motion  in  favor  of 
Mr.  Gladstone's  position  in  the  first  instance,  I  should  have 
supported  it, 

Mr.  C0STI6AN.  I  wish  there  may  be  no  misunder- 
standing about  this.  I  stated,  before  the  hon.  gentleman 
moved  to  add  some  words  to  the  resolution,  tbat  I  was 
willing  that  we  should  take  such  steps  as  would  secure  the 
intelligence  of  the  action  of  this  House  being  placed  before 
the  persons  most  interested.  The  hon.  gentleman  moved 
that  it  be  sent  to  Mr.  (Jladstone,  and,  my  hon.  friend  from 
Middlesex  (Mr.  Coughlin)  was  anxious  that  Mr.  Parnell 
should  also  be  communicated  with.  I  stated  then  that  I 
thought  we  might  solve  the  difficulty  by  communicating 
it  to  the  three  leaders  in  the  House  of  Commons,  so  that 
there  may  not  be  any  party  significance  given  to  it,  and  I 
state  now  that  if  the  channel  which  the  right  hon,  gentle- 
man has  indicated,  that  is  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, is  one  that  will,  without  doubt,  answer  the  purpose, 
I  am  willing  to  accept  it.  But  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  indicate 
that  there  is  a  doubt,  and  that  it  might  not  reach  the  House 
of  Commons  through  the  Speaker.  I  do  not  want  any  doubt 
about  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  No,  the  hon.  gentleman  need  not  say 
"  hear,  hear."  The  House  of  Commons  having  pronounced 
upon  this  question,  there  ought  to  be  no  bickering  about  the 
final  steps  to  be  taken  now.  I  am  willing  to  adopt  any 
reasonable  mode  by  which  we  can  place  this  resolution 
before  the  people  and  Parliament  of  Great  Britain,  so  that 
Mr.  Gladstone  shall  have  an  opportunity  of  knowing  what 
we  have  done,  and  that  the  leader  of  the  Eaglioh  Opposition 
may  also  know,  aa  well  as  Mr.  Parnell.  Mr,  Speaker  has 
questioned  the  competence  of  the  House  of  Commons  in 
England  to  communicate  any  message  except  through  this 
House. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  yon  had  better  persuade  your  leader 
to  withdraw  the  motion. 

Mr.  THOMPSON.  It  seems  to  me  the  uneasiness  mani- 
fested as  to  this  resolution  being  known  by  those  interested 
in  this  question  is  altogether  misplaced.  The  House 
knows  from  the  passage  I  read  in  the  English  Mansard 
this  evening  that  on  Ist  May,  1882,  before  any  official  com- 
munication had  reached  Mr.  Gladstone  or  the  Colonial 
Office  in  London  the  proceedings  of  this  House  had  not 
only  appeared  in  the  London  Times  but  had  been  read  in 
Mr.  Gladstone's  presence  in  the  House  of  Commons.  I 
undertake  to  say  that  before  the  news  can  be  officially 
communicated  by  the  officers  of  this  House  the  proceedings 
of  this  afternoon  will  not  only  be  published  in  London,  but 
will  be  known  to  every  member  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
a,oi  therefore,  the  question  of  how  we  shall  officially  com- 
municate is  not  one  of  essential  importance  as  regards  the 
contents  of  the  resolution,  bat  one  in  regard  to  which  we 
may  fairly  consult  our  dignity  by  having  the  Speaker  of 
this  House  communicate  with  the  Speaker  of  the  British 
House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  like  other  hon,  gentle- 
men opposite  this  eveaing  has  declared  that  we  do  not 


want  to  communicate  this  resolution  to  an 


yone, 
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Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentlemen  and  also  the  First 
Minister  have  declared  (hat  on  aooount  of  the  despatch  of 
Earl  Kimberley  it  would  be  beneath  the  dignity  of  this 
House  to  oom&\unicat3  with  Her  Majesty.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  afraid  of  sacrificing  the  dignity  of  Parliament  by 
communicating  anything  to  the  Qaeeo,  and  so  when  it  was 
proposed  to  communicate  the  resolution  to  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter of  England,  the  Prime  Minister  of  this  country  said  we 
will  not  communicate  the  resolution  to  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  he  proposes  to  communicate  it,  to  whom  ?  To  the 
Speaker,  who  cannot  make  known  the  communication  offi- 
cially to  anyone.  Hon.  gentlemen  object  to  communicate 
with  the  Prime  Minister  oecause  it  is  beneath  the  dignity  of 
this  House  to  communicate  with  him.  that  is  the  only 
reason  given.  While  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  refuse  to 
have  a  communication  sent  direct  to  the  Prime  Minister 
they  wish  to  save  our  dignity  by  having  the  Speaker  of  the 
British  House  of  Commons,  after  receiving  the  communica- 
tion, communicate  it  to  the  Prime  Minister,  if  he  chooses. 
Of  course,  the  hon.  gentleman  is  proceeding  on  the  assump- 
tion that  he  will  choose  to  do  so.  That  is  the  way  the  hon, 
gentleman  proposes  to  get  out  of  the  difficulty,  and  I  am 
sure  the  hon.  gentleman's  followers  must  be  very  highly 
pleased  indeed  with  the  demonstration  made  on  this  ques- 
tion this  evening. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria) .  It  seems  to  me  that  this 
matter  is  really  becoming  a  burlesque.  Perhaps  some  hon. 
gentlemen  wish  to  make  it  such,  but  I  desire  if  possible  to 
bring  the  House  back  to  a  sense  of  its  own  dignity.  It  seems 
to  me  it  is  entirely  inconsisteut  with  the  dignity  of  this 
House  that  it  should  condescend  to  send  any  resolution  it 
may  pass  to  any  individual  or  in  any  other  way  than  by  the 
usual  and  constitutional  usage.  It  is  entirely  inconsistent 
with  the  dignity  of  the  House  that  we  should  pass  a  reso- 
lution and  add  a  rider  that  it  should  be  sent  to  Tom,  Dick 
or  Harry. 

Mr.  BL A.KB.    His  name  is  William  Bwart. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria).  Whether  it  is  to  Mr.  Glad- 
stone or  Mr.  Parnell  or  anybody  else,  so  far  as  this  Parlia^ 
ment  are  concerned  they  are  Tom,  Dick  and  Harry.  We 
are  degrading  ourselves  and  losing  sight  of  our  dignity  by 
sending  the  resolution  to  anyone  or  communicating  any- 
thing except  in  a  proper  and  constitutional  manner.  I  trust 
any  resolution  commdnicating  what  we  have  done  to-day 
will  not  be  sent  to  anyone. 

Mr.  BLAEB.  Let  us  expunge  the  resolution  then, 
Mp.  CAMERON  (Victoria).  For  all  practical  purposes 
I  think  the  resolution  might  he  expunged.  In  other  words, 
the  whole  thing  is  buncomb.  I  think  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  in  moving  the  resolution  moved  it  as  a  buncomb 
resolution  for  the  purpose  of  catching  or  strengthening  his 
hold  on  the  Irish  Catholic  people  of  Ontario,  and  the  whole 
discussion  from  beginning  to  end  has  been  conducted  with 
that  view,  possibly  by  both  sides  of  the  House.  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  so.   It  is  all  buncomb. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  do  not  think  it  is  an  order  for  an 
hon.  member  to  refer  to  a  resolution  of  the  House  in  that 
way. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria).   I  did  not  understand  the 
resolution  was  yet  passed. 
Mr.  SPEAKER.  Yes. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  voted  for  it. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria).  If  it  is  unparliamentary  to 
declare  that  what  the  House  has  done  is  buncomb,  I  with- 
draw the  expression.  I  have  no  desire  to  offend  against 
the  rujes  of  Ihe  Hou^e  even  by  telling  what  every  hon. 
mein.ber  knows  is  tlie  sdlemp.  truth,  We  know  t$?  di^; 


cussion  is  conducted  with  this  point  in  view,  and  that  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  who  has  expressed  strong  sym- 
pathy with  his  fellow  Irishmen  on  moving  this  motion  had 
an  ulterior  object  in  view. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Order,  order. 

Mr.  CAMBROJT  (Victoria).  I  have  not  finished  my 
sentence.  I  was  going  on  to  say  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
had  an  ulterior  object  in  view  of  increaaiag  that  popularity 
in  which  the  Irishmen  of  the  country  esteem  him.  I  think 
that  is  parliamentary.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
I  believe  the  principal  reason  why  my  friend  brought  for- 
ward this  motion  and  raised  the  discussion  to-night  has 
been  a  desire  and  expectation  that  the  Irish  Catholic  vote 
will  be  influenced  by  this  discussion. 

Mr.  M  ITCH  ELL.    You  said  that  before . 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria).  The  hon.  gentleman  saya  I 
said  that  before.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman's  observation 
and  his  votes  too  have  been  very  largely  influenced  by  the 
fact  that  there  is  a  large  Irish  element  in  his  oonstituenoy. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria).  To  come  back  in  all  seri- 
ousness as  to  the  right  or  propriety  to  transmitting  the 
proceedings  of  this  House  to  any  other  than  a  duly  consti- 
tuted assembly,  or  to  Hor  Majesty,  and  that  we  should  con- 
descend to  send  them  to  individuals,  even  if  they  happened 
to  be  the  leader  of  the  British  Government,  or  the  leader  of 
the  Irish  party. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.   Half  a  loaf  is  better  than  no  bread. 

Mr,  CAMERON  (Victoria).  The  public  effect  of  the 
announcement,  if  it  is  deserving  of  any,  will  be  given  for 
what  it  is  worth,  and  I  think  it  is  better  to  let  the  matter 
rest  there. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  the  hon.  gentle, 
man  should  withdraw  his  motion. 

Amendment  to  the  amendment,  by  leave  of  the  House, 
withdrawn, 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  beg  leave  to  move  in  amendment  to  the 
amendment  to  add  the  name  of  Charles  Stuart  Parnell,  M.P. 

Mr.  THOMPSON.  I  would  suggest,  inasmuch  as  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  have  not  been  willing  to  accede  to  the 
proposition  of  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  that  the  reso- 
lution should  be  communicated  to  the  leaders  of  the  various 
parties  in  the  House. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.   Oh  I  Oh  I 

Mr.  THOMPSON.  I  say  that  hon. gentlemen  have  mani- 
fested an  unwillingness  to  do  that,  and  there  is  no  use  in 
hon.  gentlemen  signifying  their  dissent.  I  will  suggest  as 
a  motion,  I  will  move  in  the  event  of  this  not  being  carried, 
that  the  resolutions  be  communicated  to  the  Colonial  Sec- 
retary. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  After  that  statenient,  and  the  reason  for 
it,  I  win  state  why  I  could  not  give  my  assent  to  this  reso- 
lution being  sent  by  the  Parliament  of  Canada  to  the 
Marquis  of  Salisbury.  The  reason  is  that  the  Marquis  of 
Salisbury  is  himself  a  bitter  opponent  of  Home  Rule  in 
Parliamen(>. 

Mr.  THOMPSON.    He  is  leader  of  the  Opposition. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Not  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  I 
suppose  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons entertains  the  view  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  in 
the  House  of  Lords.  On  the  15th  of  April  the  Marquis  of 
Salisbury  expressed  his  views  on  this  question,  and  he  said : 

"  Home  Rale,  which  a  year  ago  was  a  chimera,  has  suddealy  become 
a  burning  question.  It  nooda  no  apology  from  ua  if,  in  presence  of  so 
great  a  calamity  threatening  bur  nation,  we  put  aside  aH  minor  diiFer- 
9Ja9es  fvadjbia  hands  tQ  d9feA4  thi^t  w^ich  is  equally  precious  to  us  aU." 
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A  little  later  he  said : 

"  Now  thia  is,  I  hope,  the  commencement  of  a  great  many  meetinga 
which  will  take  place  in  various  parts  of  England.  I  hope,  in  the  first 
instance,  that  these  meetings  will  ronse  up  tho  people  to  study  and 
appreciate  the  terrible  gravity  of  the  problem  placed  before  them,  and 
to  resist  this  tremendous  change  ia  the  constitution  of  their  cotmtry. 
But  I  hope  that  such  meetings  will  rouse  them  to  do  something." 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).    Hear,  hear. 
Mr.  BLAKE.    That  is  the  view  of  the  hon.  member  for 
HastiDgs. 

Mr.  WHITE  (HastingB).  Yes. 

Mr.  BLAKB.  And  that  is  the  reason  he  would  like  to 
have  (he  resnlntion  sent  to  the  M  'rquis  of  Salisbury  and 
S'r  Michael  Hicks-Beach.  The  Marquis  ot  Saliebary  said 
farther : 

"  My  belief  is  that  the  future  Government  of  Ireland  does  not  involve 
anv  such  unmanageable  difficulty  for  the  people  of  thia  country  will  be 
true  to  the  Empire  to  which  they  belong  (Loud  cheers  )  We  want  a 
wise,  firm,  continuous  a'lrainiatration  of  the  law  (Cheers  )  But  you 
must  support  it,  or  it  will  rot  take  place.  We  want  a  steady  policy — -that 
no  considerations  of  wearineas  or  difficulty  at  Westminster,  that  no  con- 
siderations attaching  to  the  manifold  ties  of  party  government  under 
which  we  live,  shall  drive  aside  from  its  strong  course  the  policy  upon 
Which  the  people  of  England  have  decided.  It  is  not  enough  for  them 
to  decide  it.  They  must  watch  over  it  when  it  is  decided  ;  they  must,  by 
their  constant  and  steady  support,  by  the  overwhelming  force  of  their 
will,  sweep  away  this  body  of  resistance  which  has  hitherto,  at  West- 
minster, prrventfd  anything  like  a  steady,  or  constant,  or  wholesome 
policy  for  Ireland  (cheers)  ;  for  this  matter,  believe  me,  does  not  concern 
Ireland  alone  There  is  a  great  reaponsibility  upon  you,  and  it  will  be  a 
terrible  thing  if,  throueh  your  weakness,  the  Irish  people  are  abandoned 
to  t'  e  anarchy  under  which  apauredly  they  will  fall.  But  there  is  some- 
thing more  which  you,  as  owners  of  a  vast  Empire  extendingto  the  ends 
of  the  earth,  must  consider  before  you  take  this  fatal  step  downwards  to 
which  your  rulers  are  inviting  you  now.  There  has  been  a  great  contest 
between  England  and  the  discontented  portiona  of  the  Irish  people. 
It  is  a  contest  that  has  lasted  through  many  generations  past,  through 
many  vicissitude,  and  now  you  are  asked  to  submit  to  a  measure  which  is 
placed  before  you,  and  to  end  the  contest  by  a  complete  and  ignominious 
Barrender. " 

As;ain  he  said : 

"  Your  course  ig  watched  all  over  the  worli  ;  if  you  consent  to  thia 
great  capitulation  ;  if  you  mark  it  with  these  last  aigna  of  disgrace,  that 
you  abandoned  those  whom  you  induced  to  fight  tor  you ;  if,  like  the 
Russian  traveller,  you  lighten  your  sledge  for  your  own  flight  by  throwing 
O'lt  your  defenders  t<y  tbe  wolves,  believe  me  tbst  it  will  not  be  a  mere 
sentimental  punishment  that  you  will  auflfer.  Your  enemies  in  every  part 
of  the  world  will  be  looking  on  what  you  do  with  exuliation.  Your 
friends,  your  supporters,  your  partisans  will  view  it  with  shame,  wiih 
confusion  and  with  dismay,  in  every  quarter  of  the  globe," 

And  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  proposes  that  we  should 
Bend  the  resolutions  to  the  Marquis  of  Salisbury. 

Mr.  FOSTRE.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  has  given  the  very  strongest  possible  reason  why, 
from  his  standpoint,  this  resolution  should  be  sent  to  the 
gentleman  he  mentioned.  If  in  1882  it  was  necessary  to 
send  the  resolution  to  a  Parliament  which  was  hostile  to 
Home  Rule,  in  order  to  persuade  those  who  are  not  so  for- 
ward then,  as  they  are  now,  it  is  from  the  hon.  gentleman's 
own  standpoint  doubly  necessary  to  express  the  opinion  of 
this  Parliament  to  the  very  able  and  very  influential  gentle- 
man who  dops  not  happen  to  be  so  far  forward  as  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  in  his  Home  Rule  principles. 

Mr.  THOMPSON.  Lest  it  should  be  supposed  that  I  was 
proposing  by  what  T  said  that  I  would  move  hereafter  that 
the  resolution  should  be  sent  to  the  three  leaders,  I  wish  to 
say  that  my  statement  was  that  if  the  amendment  should 
not  be  adopted  my  motion  will  be  to  transmit  the  resolu- 
tions to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  On  remark  in  reply  to  the  hon.  leader 
of  the  Opposition.  With  resnrd  to  the  Marquis  of  Salisbury 
he  says  that  because  that  gentleman  has  expressed  strong 
opinions  against  Home  Rule  we  should  not  communicate  the 
resolution  to  him.  as  it  would  only  strengthen  the  hands  of 
those  who  are  opposed  to  Home  Rule.  I  say  that  we  should 
send  the  motion  to  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  because  I 
Hr.  Blakb. 


think  we  should  send  it  to  enemies  as  well  as  to  the  friends 
of  Home  Rule.  I  voted  against  the  motion  to  exclude  Mr. 
Gladstone's  name  and  substitute  Mr.  Parnell's  alone,  in  the 
expectation  of  having  an  opportunity  of  having  Mr. 
Parnell's  name  added  to  Mr,  (Jladstone's. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  am  opposed  to  sending  any  address 
to  Mr.  Parnell,  and  I  shall  vote  againbt  it  no  matter  in  what 
shape  or  form  it  may  come  up.  I  think  I  can  give  a  very 
good  reason  for  so  doing  by  reading  an  extract  from  Mr. 
Gladstone's  opinion  about  Mr.  Parnell  and  his  dealings  with 
the  Home  Rule  question  given  not  long  since.    He  said : 

"  Mr.  Parnell  has  never  uttered  one  word  of  disapproval  or  misgiving 
about  the  assaEsinatioa  literature  of  America,  maintained  by  a  knot  of 
Irishmen  who  are  not  ashamed  to  point  out  how  the  ships  of  Her 
Majesty's  navy  ought  to  be  blown  into  the  air,  and  how  gentlemen  that 
they  are  pleased  to  select  ought  to  be  made  the  object  of  the  knife  of  the 
assassin.  You  know  that  ttiere  have  been  some  attempts  of  that  kind 
made  in  this  country.  You  have  heard  of  the  explosion  of  dynamite  in 
Salford.  Mr,  Parnell  said  that  occurrence  appeared  to  him  to  bear  the 
character  of  a  practical  joke." 

I  certainly  shall  not,  sitting  here  in  ray  place  in  this  Par- 
liament, vote  to  send  a  resolution  to  Mr.  Parnell,  who  has 
thus  heen  characterised,  and  I  believe  truly  characterised, 
by  Mr.  Gladstone,  for  reasons  now  apparent  to  us  all.  I 
would  also  refuse  to  send  it  to  Mr.  Gladstone  for  this  rea- 
son. I  think  oar  sending  it  to  him  would  be,  as  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  desired  by  his  resolution,  an  approval  of 
the  mpafuro  submitted  by  Mr.  Gladstone  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Imperial  Parliament.  While  I  am  in  favor  of  a 
fair  and  reasonable  scheme  of  Home  R'lle,  which  will  secure 
the  rights  of  the  minority  as  well  as  the  majority  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  I  am  not  in  favor,  and  I  do  not  believe 
the  majority  of  the  people  of  Canada  are  in  favor,  of  hand- 
ing the  minority  over  to  the  majority,  and  bringing  about 
a  worse  state  of  things  than  existed  before.  I  do  not  believe 
Mr.  Gladstone's  Bill  is  one  that  will  be  accepted  by  the 
people  of  Ireland.  I  believe  it  is  accepted  merely  as  a  step 
in  the  direction  of  separation  by  the  people  who  are  advo- 
cating separation.  I  have  good  proof  of  that.  I  will  read 
an  extract  from  T.  P.  O'Connor's  letter  to  the  London 
Times,  in  which  he  speaks  in  very  distinct  terms  of  the 
measure  Mr.  Gladstone  has  presented  to  Parliament.  He 
says : 

*' To  tax  Ireland  for  Imperial  purpoaea  and  give  Ireland  no  voice  in 
Imperial  affairs  " 

That  is  the  proposition  in  Mr.  Gladstone's  measure. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.    That  is  changed. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Pardon  me,  it  is  not  changed.  Tho 
only  change  is  the  dropping  of  the  Land  Bill,  but  this  has 
not  been  changed,  and  there  will  not  be  any  change  in  so 
vital  a  principle  of  Mr.  Gladstone's  measure. — 
"would  be  ta.xation  without  repre'entation  in  a  very  aggravated 
form,  and  would  be  calculated  to  make  the  Empire  odious  instead  of 
dear  to  the  Irish  people." 

That  is  the  measure  now  submitted,  and  that  is  the  mea- 
sure which  Mr.  Parnell  has  accepted  as  an  instalment ;  but 
I  think  we  all  know  that  it  U  accepted  with  the  view  of 
carrying  out  the  scheme  Mr.  Parnell  has  pursued  for  years, 
and  has  never  attempted  to  deny,  that  is,  the  separation  of 
Ireland  and  the  dismemberment  of  the  Empire.  For  these 
reasons  I  am  opposed  to  sending  this  resolution  to  Mr. 
Parnell,  and  I  am  also  opposed  to  sending  it  to  Mr.  Glad- 
stone. I  am  not  willing  to  go  further  than  the  House  has 
gone  in  approving  ot  a  measure  of  Home  Rule  which  is  fair 
to  all  classes. 

Mr.  CUR  RAN.  I  very  much  regret  that  the  last 
speaker  should  have  read  the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Glad, 
stone  about  Mr.  Par.iell.  I  am  equally  sorrv  that  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  Opposition  should  have  given  the  effusion  that 
he  gave  from  another  English  statoFman.  I  do  not'^t'h'fnk 
any  great  good  can  be  done  by  the  reading  of  these 
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extracts  from  speeches.  I  think  anyone  who  has  read 
Irish  histox'y  knows  that  there  is  scarcely  a  British  states-  I 
mau  who  has  not  said  things  which,  alter  consideration, 
he  will  not  sincerely  regret.  I  have  stated  to  night  that, 
just  as  Mr.  Gladstone  has  changed  his  opinion  from  what  it 
was  when  he  put  Mr.  Parnell  into  prison,  so  I  am  satisfied 
that  with  the  progress  of  ideas,  and  the  change  that  will 
take  place  in  the  political  atmosphere,  we  shall  find  the 
gentleman  who  made  the  speech  alluded  to  bythehon. 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  changing  his  views  and  his  policy. 
I  believe,  however,  that  we  ought  now  really  to  try  to  get 
a  solution  of  this  question,  as  has  been  aptly  said,  to-night. 
It  is  not  merely  to  the  friends  of  Home  Rule  that  we  wish 
to  communicate  the  views  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  but 
we  wish  to  let  every  man  whose  opinion  is  worth  influen- 
cing, know  exactly  what  the  state  of  opinion  in  the  Domin- 
ion of  Canada  is.  Therefore,  I  hope  the  hon.  gentlemen 
will  accept  the  suggestion  to  add  this  other  name,  and  that 
this  discussion  will  end  by  a  unanimous  vote  on  the  subject. 
House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr.  Mills. 


Allen, 
Amyot, 
Armstrong, 
BaiQ  (Wentworth), 
Boohard, 
Bergeron, 
Blake, 


Bourbeau, 

Burns, 

Burpee, 

Oameron  (Suroa), 

Oameron  (Middlesex), 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

Cartwrighi(8irRich'd)i 

Casey, 

Caserain, 

Cook, 

Oostigan, 

Ooughlin, 

Dal"°' 
Dariea, 


Ybas  : 
Messieurs 

Dodd, 

Dupont, 

Fairbauk, 

Fisher, 

Forbes, 

Gigault, 

Gillmor, 

Girouard, 

Glen, 

Guay, 

Guilbaull, 

Gunn, 

flackett, 

Harley, 

lUolton, 

Hurteau, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Jackson, 

King, 

Kirk, 

Landerkin, 
Macdonald  (King's), 


Nats  : 
Messienn 


Graadbois, 
Guillet, 


Allison, 
Auger, 

Baker  (&lissisqaoi), 
Baker  (Victoria), 
Barker, 
Barnard, 
Beaty, 
Bell, 
Benoit, 
Blondeau, 
Bowell, 
Bryeon, 
Burnbam, 

Oameron  (Inrerness), 
Oamerun  (Victoria), 
Campbell  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Caron  (Sir  Adolphe), 
Cimon, 
Cochrane, 
Outhbect, 
Odwson, 
Dickinson, 
Dundas, 

Everett,  m*^^,^.... 
.  Pergoson(Leeds&Gren),0'Brien 
Ferguson  (Welland),  Orton, 
Foster,  Ouimet, 
Gordon,  Paint, 

Amendment  negatived. 


Hall 
Hesson, 
Hickey, 
Billiard, 
Homer, 
Jamieson, 
Jenkins, 
Eaulbach, 
Kilvcrt, 
Kiuney, 
Kranz, 

Landry  (Kent), 
Landry  (Montmagny), 
Langevin  (Sir  Hector), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 
Mackintosh, 
Macmaeter, 

Macmillan  (Middlesex) 
McCarthy, 

McDougall  (0.  Bieton), 
McLelan, 
McNeill, 


McGreevy, 

Mclntyre, 

McMullen, 

Massue, 

Mills, 

Mitchell, 

Moffat, 

Mulock, 

Pateraon  (Brant), 
Patterson  (Essex), 
Piatt, 

Kinfret, 
Hoyal, 

Uomerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Brace), 
Sprioger, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 

Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

Wilson.— 69. 


Kiopel, 

Robertson  (  Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Rykert, 
Scott, 


Small, 
Sproule, 
Stairs, 
Taaa6, 
Taylor, 
Temple, 
Thompson, 
Townshend, 
Tupper, 
Tyrwhitt, 
Valin, 


Wallace  (Albert) 
Wallace  (York), 
Ward, 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 
White  (Renfrew), 
Wigle, 

Wood  (BrockrlUe) 
Wooi(West'land)  87. 


Mr.  THOMPSON.  I  made  a  suggestion  a  few  mom- 
ents ago  as  to  a  channel  through  which  I  thought  this  reao- 
Ijition  might  be  communicated  without  any  objection  and 
without  any  loss  of  dignity.   Since  then  it  has  been  ang- 


gested  that  it  would  be  desirable  to  have  a  more  immediate 
and  public  communication  on  the  matter.  I  therefore  beg 
to  move  in  amendment  to  substitute  these  words : 

That  the  resolution  be  transmitted  forthwith  by  the  Speaker  to  the 
High  Commissioner  for  Canada  " 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  THOMPSON.  I  am  very  glad  that  my  motion  seems 
to  meet  with  very  good  humored  approval  by  hon.  members 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  ;  but  I  am  afraid  if  they 
will  allow  me  to  finish  reading  it,  that  they  will  not  be  so 
well  pleased. 

"  for  the  ioformation  of  the  members  of  the  Honf:e  of  Commons  of 

th^  United  Kingdom." 

Mr.  COOK.  For  the  information  of  the  Minister  of 
Justice  I  would  inform  him  that  the  High  Commissioner  is 
the  gentleman  who  has  no  confidence  in  the  breed. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  Minister  of  Justice  says  this  is  in 
order  to  obtain  more  immediate  transmission  of  the  resolu- 
tion to  the  parties  whom  it  concerns.  Instead  of  sending  it 
to  the  First  Minister  of  Great  Britain  for  the  information  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  he  wishes  to  send  it  to  the  Higii 
Commissioner  of  Canada  for  the  information  of  the 
British  House  of  Commons.  Sir  Charles  Tupper  is  a  very 
great  man,  and  in  the  estimation  of  the  Minister  of  Justice 
he  is  a  peculiarly  great  man.  The  Minister  of  Justice  owes 
his  position  in  the  Cabinet  and  many  other  things  to  him, 
but  to  ask  us  to  believe  that  Sir  Charles  Tupper  has  greater 
facilities  for  communicating  this  resolution  to  the  House  of 
Commons  than  has  the  First  Minister  of  England  is  an 
absurdity.  I  believe  the  Minister  of  Justice  claims  to  be 
Irish  to  some  extent.  By  proposing  this  motion,  he  has 
only  shown  his  capacity  for  committing  a  most  stupendous 
Irish  bull. 

Mr.  ORTON.  I  wish  to  explain  why  I  have,  upon  every 
occasion  on  which  a  vote  has  been  taken  in  this  House  with 
reference  to  communicating  with  Mr.  Gladstone,  opposed 
the  proposition.  It  is  because  I  feel  that  as  Canadians  we 
ought  to  uphold  the  dignity  of  the  country,  and  I  feel  it  is 
wrong  for  the  Parliament  of  Canada  to  communicate  in 
any  way  with  Mr.  Gladstone,  who  replied  to  onr  communi- 
cation sent  him  in  1882  by  a  direct  insult.  We  had  the 
right  to  appeal  to  the  Throne  of  Great  Britain,  but  in  con- 
sequence of  the  advice  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  onr  appeal  was 
received  with  a  reproof.  I  have  great  pleasure  in  support- 
ing the  Minister  of  Justice,  because  it  is  a  direct  compliment 
to  our  representative  in  Great  Britain,  and  an  assertion  of 
our  own  dignity. 

Mr.  BLA£E.  The  Minister  of  Justice  in  behalf  of  the 
Government,  which,  a  little  while  ago,  declared,  through  the 
mouth  of  the  leader  of  the  Government,  that  they  were 
opposed  to  any  communication  whatever,  is  now  so  anxious 
there  should  be  direct  and  immediate  communication,  that 
he  proposes  to  facilitate  the  immediate  communication 
which,  at  the  beginning  of  the  discussion,  was  thought 
objectionable,  by  a  process  which  rather  seems  to  be  baaed 
on  the  belief  in  the  old  proverb  that  "  the  longest  way 
round  is  the  shortest  way  home."  The  most  prompt  way 
of  communicating  the  resolution  to  the  English  House  of 
Commons  would  be  to  communicate  it  to  the  leader  of  that 
House,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  thinks  he  will  get  nearer  and 
quicker  to  the  House  by  communicating  to  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  who  has  not  yet  obtained  a  seat  in  that  body,  which 
some  newspapers  declared  he  was  seeking.  How  then  is  he 
going  to  communicate  it  to  the  members  of  the  House  ?  By 
issuing  circular  letters,  each  containing  a  copy  of  the  des- 

Eatch,  to  the  members,  so  that  each  member  will  find  it  in 
is  box  at  the  post  ofiSoe  ?  Is  that  the  way  each  individual 
member  is  to  receive  our  communication  from  the  High 
Commissioner  1  This  is  only  another  proof  of  the  secret 
feelings  of  hon,  gentlemen  opposite, 


COMMOifS  DEBATES. 


Mr.  LANDEEKIN".    If  this  is  to  be  cabled  to  the  High 
Commissioner,  let  it  be  made  "  colleot." 
House  divided  on  motion  of  Mr.  Thompson, 
Ybas  ; 


Allison, 

Baker  (Uissisquoi), 

Barnard, 

Beaty, 

Beooit, 

BIoDdeau, 

Bowell, 

Bryson, 

Burnbam, 

Cameron  (fnTernes3)i 
Campbell  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Caron  (Sir  Adolphe), 

Cochrane, 

CoBtigaa, 

Cuthbertf 

Daly, 

Dawson, 

Dickinson, 

Duadas, 

Everett, 

Ferguaon  (Welland), 

Fortin, 

Foster, 

Gordon, 

GrandboiB, 

Gnillet, 


Allen, 

Amyot, 

Armstrong, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Barker, 

B6cbard, 

Bell, 

Bergeron, 
Blake, 


Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Hurteau, 

Jamiesott, 

Kaulbach, 

K'Wert, 

Kinney, 

Eraaz, 

Landry  (MoQtmagny), 
Langevin  (Sir  Hector), 
Uaodonald  (King's), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 
Uackint  sh, 
Macmaster, 

MacmiUan  (Middlesex), 
McCarthy, 

McDougall  (0.  Breton)) 

McLelan, 

McNeill, 

Moffat, 

Montplaisir, 

0'  Brien, 

Orton, 

Ouimet, 

Nays  : 


Paint, 
Prnyn, 
Reid, 
Riopel, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Royal, 
"  tt. 


Small, 
iStairs, 
Tas36, 
Taylor, 
Temple, 
Thompson, 
Townshend, 
Tapper, 
Tyrwhitt, 
Valin, 


Wallace  (Albert), 
Ward, 

White  (Oardwell), 
White  (Renfrew), 
Wigle, 

Wood  (Brookville)- 


Dodd,  McMuUen, 
Dnpont,  Mills, 
Fairbank,  Mitchell, 
S'erguson  (Ij6eds&Gren)Mulock, 


Fisher, 
Forbes, 
Gigault, 
Gillmor, 
Gironaid, 
Glen, 
Guay, 
Guilbault, 
Gnnn, 
Harley, 
HUIiard, 
Hoi  ton, 
lanes, 


Burns, 
Burpee, 

Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex), 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Gartwright(Sir  Rich'd),Ir7iQe, 
Casey,  Jackson, 
Casgrain,  Jenkins, 
Cook,  King, 
Goaghlin,  Landerkin, 
Curran,  Mclntyre, 
Davies, 

The  House  divided  on  the  motion  of  Mr,  Costigan,  as 
amended 


Patersoa  (Brant), 
Patterson  (Essex), 
Piatt, 

Rin/ret, 
Bykert, 

Somerrille  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 
Sproule, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Trow, 
Vail, 

Wallace  (York), 
Watson, 
Weldon, 

White  (Hastings), 
Wilson, 

Wood(West'land)  — 7 


Tbas  : 
Messieurs 


Allen, 
Allison, 
Amyot, 
Aimstrong, 


Fisher, 
Fortin, 
Foster, 
Gigault, 


MoSat, 
Montplaisir, 
Mulock, 
0'  Brien. 


Auger, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 
Baker,  MiBsisquoi)) 
Barker, 
Barnard, 
Beaty, 
B6ohard, 
Bell, 
Benoit, 
Bergeron, 
Blake, 
Blondeau, 


Gilmor, 

Glen, 

Gordon, 

Gran  db  018, 

Guay, 

Guillet, 

Gunn, 

Haokett, 


Harleyi 
Hesson, 
Hickey, 
Hilliard, 
Holton, 
Homer, 
Hartean, 
Xnnea, 
Irvine, 
Jackaon, 
(Inreraess),  Jamieson 


Bowell, 
Bryson, 
Bornhai 
Borns, 
Burpee, 

Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Inveru 
Cameron  (Middlei 
Oampbe  I  (Renfrew), 
Carling, 

Caron,  (Sir  Adolpbe) 


Orton, 
Paint, 

Paterson  {Brant), 

Patterson  (Sssex), 

Piatt, 

Pruyn, 

Etay, 

Reid, 

Rinfret, 

Riopel, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Royal, 
Scott, 


Jenkins, 
Kaulbach, 
Kilvert, 
King, 


0  art  wright(8irRichard)  Kinney, 


Casey, 
Oasgraio, 
Cochrane, 
Cook, 
Oostigan, 
Ooughlia, 
Curran, 
Cuthbftrt, 
Daljr, 
Davies, 
Dawson, 
Dickinson, 
Dodd, 
Dundas, 
Dupont, 
Everett, 
Fairbank, 


Small, 
Sommerville  (Crant), 
Sommerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 
Sproaie, 
Stairs, 
Taea6, 
Taylor, 
Temple, 
Thompson, 
Townshend, 


Kirk, 

Kranz,  Trow, 
Landerkin,  Tapper, 
Landry  (Kent),  Tyrwhict, 
Landry  (Uontmagny),  vail, 
Langevin  (Sir  Hector),  Valin, 
Macdonald  (King;(i),  Vaaasse, 
Macdonald.  (Sir  John),  Wallace  (Albert), 
Mackintosh,  Wallace  (York), 

Macmaster,  Ward, 
Macmillan  (Middlesex),  Watson, 
McCarthy,  Weldon, 
McDongall(Cap  Bietoo)  White  (Card well), 
Mclntyre,  White  (Renfrew), 


McLelan, 
McMuUen, 
McNeUl, 


Ferguson  (Welland),  Mills, 


Wigle, 
Wilson, 

Wood  (Brockville).-UO 


Nays  : 
Messieurs 


Rrkert, 

White  (Bastings)— 6. 


Baker  (Victoria),  Forbes, 
Ferguson  (Leeds&Gren)Mitchell, 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  think  it  is  well  now  that  we  should 
know  what  coarse  is  to  betaken  by  the  High  Commissioner 
in  London  when  he  receives  this  document, 

Mr.  SPEAKER.    There  is  nothing  before  the  Chair. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  It  is  rather  too  late  to  discuss  the 
subject  now,  but  I  think  the  Government  ought  to  give  the 
matter  their  serious  attention,  and  direct  the  Commissioner 
how  he  will  communicate  it  to  the  members  of  Parliament, 

Motion  agreed  to;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  4:30  a.m. 
(Friday.) 
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